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eenues and public reservations will be destroyed 
ay 


hy private encroachments. For one, I protest, 
“she name of the country at large, against these 
: I move that this petition, with the accom- 


things. 


nanving papers, be referred to the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia. 
~ The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. I have the petition of Jonas 
p, Levy, a citizen of this District, who represents 
that he had command of the transport ships at 
Vera Cruz during the Mexican war, and that he 
nerformed extraordinary services to the Govern- 
ment. ‘Though he was not regularly mustered 
into the service, he,thinks that he rendered as 
valuable and efficient service as others who have 
received bounty land; but the Commissioner of 
Pensions has ruled that his case is not covered 
by the laws as they now are. The petitioner 
prays for such an amendment to the bounty land 
jaw as will entitle him to bounty land. I move 
the reference of the petition, together with the 
papers which I present in relation to it, to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. FOOT. I am requested to present the 
memorial of Lieutenant Simon B. Bissel, where- 
in he complains that, upon the recommendation 
of the late board of naval officers, he has been 
placed on the furlough list of retired officers. 
From the abundant recommendations, accompa- 
nying the memorial, of his uprightness, irre- 
proachable character, and efficiency as an officer, 
it would seem that the action of the board in 
recommending him for retirement was, indeed, 
extraordinary, if not indefensible; but [ shall 
refrain from entering into any further discussion 
upon the question of the action of the naval board 
util we shall receive a report from the committee 
which has that subject under consideration. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of James 
M. Watson, of the Navy of the United States, 
who has been placed on the retired list on fur- 
lourh, under the action of the late naval board, 
asking for redress; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I ask the 
‘nate to excuse me from further service on the 
ommittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Charles Neilson, 
heir of John Neilson, praying for a pension, and compensa- 
tion for services and losses during the revolutionary war, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

MAP OF CENTRAL AMERICA. 

Mr. MASON. I wish, by the indulgence of 
the Senate, to state that the Committee of For- 
eign Relations, at an early day in the session, 
before Congress was organized in such a way as 
toenable them to act, under the immediate au- 
thority of the Senate, and looking to the im- 
portance and possible urgency of the occasion, 
instructed their chairman to take measures, with 
the aid of the Department of State, to cause to be 
prepared, from the most authentic materials which 
could be obtained, a map of Central America. 
We obtained immediately the aid of the officers 
of the Coast Survey to execute the map, as it has 
been prepared under the direction of the commit- 
tee and under the supervision of the Department 
of State. The map is now ready to be printed. 

From the great importance of the subject with 
which it is connected, and the fact known to all 
whose attention has been directed to the existing 
maps of that country, that they are nearly all 
of British origin, and nearly all compiled under 
the direction of the English Government, it was 
considered by the committee a matter of import- 
ance that what we regard as a true and correct 
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pose, as far as practicable, of diffusion amongst 
the people of the United States. As I have said, 
the map is now ready, or will be ready in the 
j As it will take some 
time to print it, 1 have been instructed by the 
conunittee to offer the following resolution, which 
I ask permission to have now considered: 

Resolved, That —— copies of the map of Central Amer 
ica, prepared at the office of the Coast Survey, by direction 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, be printed under 
the direction of that committee ; —— copies for the use of 
the Departinent of State, and the residue for the use of the 
Senate. 


Sir, the committee instructed me to propose to 


| the Senate that the first blank be filled with the 


number ten thousand. Ihave taken some pains, 
through the officers of the Coast Survey, who, of 
course, have a great deal of this sort of printing 
done, to ascertain how it could be lithographed 


| in the best manner that the art will permit, and 


| pretensions of the English Government, and the 


'act entitled ‘*An act to provide for the better 
| security of the lives of passengers on board of 


at what price; and I learn from those officers—who 
have been in communication with the artists for 
the purpose—that if twenty-five hundred copies 
are printed, it will be done at a cost (including the 
cost of engraving, printing, paper, &c.) of $782. | 
If five thousand be printed, it will be at a cost of | 
about $1,300; and if ten thousand be printed, the 
cost will be about $1,900. The result is, that an | 
impression of twenty-five hundred copies of the 
map will cost about thirty-one cents apiece; of 
five thousand, about twenty-three cents each; and 
of ten tAousand, about nineteen cents cach. 

I think I can say with safety, that, although in 
reference to some of the Central American States, 
it has not been practicable to ascertain what are 
the real boundaries in one or two instances, yet 
the general outline of the country, and the various 


grounds upon which those pretensions are based, | 
are so fully and lucidly stated in the map as to | 
enable even a common observer to understand 
them. I think, therefore, it would be better to 
yrint the larger number, and I therefore move to 


| fill the first blank by inserting ‘* ten thousand.”’ 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. The other blank, as to the num- 
ber to be given tothe Department of State, I move 
to fill by inserting ‘‘two hundred.’’ 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution, 
as amended, was adopted. 

PRESIDENTS ANNUAL MESSAGE. | 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the annual message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the Territories, 
be referred to the Committee on Territories, 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. HAMLIN gave notice of his intention to 

ask leave to introduce a bill further to amend an 


vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, and 
for other purposes.”’ 

: BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BROWN, by unanimous consent, asked | 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to incorpor- | 
ate the Friends’ Aid Society in the District of | 


| Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and | 


| 


| Browne and William Curry, praying for a re- 
duction of duties on certain coal brought by them 


referred to the Committee on the District of Co- | 
lumbia. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. STUART. The petition of George L. 


into Key West from a vessel wrecked on the 
Florida Reef, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. The subject of the petition is one 
which properly belongs to the Committee on Fi- 


| nance; and therefore the Committee on Commerce 


have instructed me to report back the petition, 
ask to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. | 
The motion was agreed to. | 
Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affajrs, to whom was referred a memorial 
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of Major Charles S. Merchant, praying for com- 
pensation for property owned by them, destroved 
on board the steamship San Francisco, reported 
a bill for the relief of the officers and soldiers of 
the United States Army who sustained losses by 
the disasters to the steamships Winfield Scott and 
San Francisco. The bill was read a first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| was referred a petition of Langdon C. Easton, an 


assistant quartermaster in the Army, praying for 
the reimbursement of money of which he was 
defrauded by his clerk, but which has been with- 
held in the settlement of his accounts, reported a 
bill for the relief of Captain L. C. Easton, as- 
sistant quartermaster of the United States Army; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill making ap ropriations for certain fortifica- 
tions in Florida, lexas, and California; which 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. He notified Senators that he should ask 
for the consideration of the bill on Wedne sday 
next. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of Levi 


| Robinson, owner of the schooner Mary Jane, 





praying for fishing bounty, submitted a report on 
the subject, accompanied by a bill for the relief 
of Levi Robinson; which was read a first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 


| change the names of vessels in certain cases; 


which was read the first time, and ordered to a 


| second reading. 


He also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill establishing the collection districts of the 
United States, and designating the ports of entry 
and ports of delivery in the same; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to move the amendment to the rules of which 
I gave notice yesterday. It is simply to provide 
that the States shall be called in alphabetical 
order for petitions. The rule now reads, ** that 
after the Secaeal is read, the President shall first 
call for petitions.’’ 1 propose to insert the words 
**in the alphabetical order of States.’ I move 
that amendment to the rules. 

Mr. MASON. I confess, Mr. President, to 
those notions which are called old-fashioned, of 
adhering to existing rules, unless there be an 
absolute necessity for changing them. The Sen- 
ate has always heretofore been considered as a 
body not sufficiently numerous to be tied down 
by formal rules, governing and controlling every 
action or every step which Senators may take. 
There is now and then—generally at the com- 
mencement of the session—some little apparent 
competition in getting the floor for the presenta- 
tion of petitions; but the courtesy of Senators, 
which is always extended, easily adapts itself to 
that competition, and no difficulty has ensued. [ 
am free to confess, that I am one of those who 
think that the less government men have, the 
more responsible they become. I should be 
averse, therefore, to changing the rule for any 
supposed necessity that now exists, but which, 
for my part, I cannot see. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps my friend from Cal- 


| ifornia has offered this amendment in consequence 
| of aconversation between him and myself, though 


I do not know that it is entirelyso. I think that 
his proposition is one of those old rules which 
prevails in other places, that might very well be 
adopted here. It was suggested to me by the 
proceedings of my honorable friend’s own Legis- 
lature, which I attended—the Legislature of old 
Virginia. In the State Senate of Virginia, I 
noticed that petitions were called for in the order 
of the districts of the various Senators, and in the 
other House they were called by counties; and 


map should be made of that country for the pur- | of Colonel William Gates; and also a memorial | there was less confysion than we frequently have 
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here, and, allow me to say, less embarrassment 
to the presiding officer; for it is very ditlicult for 
you, siv, always to cateh the eye of the first 
speaker. Butif youadont this rule, and call first 
for petitions from Alnbama, then for petitions 
from Arkansas, and thus go through the alpha- 
betical list of States, it would not take five min- 
yies, and I believe we should get through with 
the presentation of petitions with more regularity 
and less competition for the floor than is now to 
be daily perceived. We should then avoid having 
a es of gentlemen ou the floor—one asking, 
‘* Are petitions in order ?”’ and another, ** Are res- 





olutions in order?”’ 
to a great deal of confusion in this body. If we 
were a smaller body, 1 believe it would be better, 
J am a State-rights man; | go for the usage of 
Virginia; and I hope my friend will not oppose it. 

Mr. MASON. I did not know, Mr. President, 
that the honorable Senator trom South Carolina 
was one ot those who had been consult d, or who 
had been instrumental in giving counsel to change 
or rather to inerease the existing rules of the 
Senate. IT confess that the authority which he 
adduces 1s one that would have a potent influence 
in guiding my judgment. ‘The honorable Senator 
has been much more recently in the presence of 
the Legislature of Virginia than myself. I have 
not seen that Legislature for two or three years, 
or perhaps more; but I submit to the honorable 
Senator, thateventhe State of Virginia—for whom 
his reverence is certainly not greater than mine— 
might possibly (I say possibly) adopt some of 
those ideas or notions of rovernment W hich oc- 
easionally travel from the North to the South, or 
from the East tothe South. I was not aware that 
the Legislature of Virginia, which the honorable 
Senator has cited against me, and especially the 
Senate of that State, which is a small body, had 
adopted this rule, ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not confident about the 
Senate. I know that the House there has this 
rule, and I believe both Houses have. 

Mr. MASON. I should rather doubt whether 
the honorable Senator is right as to the Senate, 
for the Senate is but a small body, composed of 
only fifty members; but ina large body, as the 
ene branch there is, like the popular branch 
rere, there may be a necessity—in order to avoid 
undue competition—to tie up their hands by some 
binding rule. I still submit, with all respect to the 
Senator, that the fewer rules we can have for the 
proper discharge of our duties the better for the 
Senate; and the fewer rules we have, the more 
the Senators become responsible to the country 
for their deportment on the floor of the Senate. 
I should regret to see the rule changed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. | would sug- 
gest to the Senator from California to amend his 
proposition so as to provide that, if on any day 
the call for petitions is not completed, we shall 
commence the next day where the call was lett 
off on the preceding day. That is the rule, I 
know, in both branches of the Kentucky Legis- 
lature, and L consider it as a very convenient and 
good rule in practice. My amendment is to add 
**and if on any day the call of all the States is 
not completed, the President, on the next day, 
shall begin with the call where it was left off on 
the preceding day, until the call is completed.” 
I suggest to the Senator from California so to 
amend his motion. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no objection to that 
amendment. I[ know that my proposition will 
avoid the confusion which very trequently takes 
place here during the morning hour, and, besides, 
it will relieve the President. | know that very 
frequentiy, when T have come into this Hall and 
desifed to get the floor at once, for the presenta- 
tion of petitions, in order to meet an engagement 
at the ase or in the other branch of Congress, 
with some gentleman, I have sometimes thought 
it was very strange that I could not succeed in 
getting the floor, and that the President over- 
ooked me, and gave it to other persons. Now, 
if this rule be adopted, there can never be any 
feeling of that sort towards the Chair. I have seen 
some Senators complain, and say they thought it 
very strange that they could not eatch the eye of 
the President. That grew out of the fact, that 
they were very anxious to be relieved from peti- 
tions in their charge, in order to meet an engage- 
mont somewhere else. 
this proposition will prevent that difficulty. 


‘The present practice leads | 


I think the adoption ef |; 


The PRESIDENT. I am much obliged to the 
gentleman for the suggestion. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The object 
of my amendment is simply to prevent the States 
standing first on the alphabet being ealled the first 
time every day. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we adopt this, we can very 
easily get through the petitions every morning. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
California accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Kentucky ? 


Mr. WELLER. 


Yes, sir. 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- || 


ing to the resolution thus amended. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to say very briefly, 
sir, that in consequence of having had some ex- 
perience in a different body of the operation of a 
similar rule, it is my intention to vote against the 
adoption of the proposition of the Senator from 
California. [think a very short experience will 
satisfy the Senate that the rule which he proposes 
will not facilitate business, but will rather agera- 
vate than remove the difficulties suggested by the 
Senator from California. 
it is true, be detained in presenting his petitions 
a few moments by not bemne recognized by the 
Chair; but what will be the result of adopting a 
fixed rule requiring that all the States shall be 
ealied over in alphabetical order? If lam to judge 
from the experience which I have witnessed with 
regard to counties, in another body, such a prac- 
tice will consume much time, and my friend will 
find that the same difficulties of which he now 
complains will then be encountered. He will find, 
practically, that he could much sooner under the 
old rule obtain the eye of the President, and pre- 
sent his petition, and meet his friend at the door, 
than he will be able to do under this arbitrary 
rule, which would compel him to wait until his 
turn should come. 

Again, sir, | observe another difficulty. Such 
a rule would, | think, lead to an absence of atten- 
lion and preparation on the part of members; and 
when their turn came, and they were called on, 
perhaps they would not be in their seats, and not 
being in their seats their petiiions could not be 
presented, and then it would be necessary to ask 
leave afterwards to allow such presentation in vio- 
lation of the order. Altogether, the experience 
which I have seen is against the proposed rule. 
A similar one gave a fixed, and I thought, an un- 
vleasant character to the proceedings of the Senate 


} in which I had the honor of serving in my own 


State. 


lor these reasons, I shall vote against the 


He may occasionally, , 


adoption of the proposed amendment of the rule. | 


Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Biggs, Butler, Crittenden, 
Dodge, Hamlin, Houston, Iverson, Jones ot lowa, Pugh, 
Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Toucey, Trumbull, Weller, and Yulee—1s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamia, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, 
Douglas, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, Jones 
of 'Temessee, Mason, Pearce, Rusk, Stuart, Sumner, 
Toombs, and Wade—19. 

So the motion of Mr. WELLER was notagreed 
to. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I rise to make an in- 
Pel of the chairman of the Committee on the 


udiciary. I wishto ask him whena report may 
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occupies the seat, or if he wishes to be heard, we 


| are perfectly willing to hear him. We are Willine 


to dispose of the question whenever we h 


= : z ave a 
| full committee. At this time, we have not a full 
committee. I believe that is the reason why it 


| was not disposed of this morning. 


/more definite answer than he has done to m 
| inquiry. 


Mr.CRITTENDEN. [Tam very sorry that the 
chairman of the committee is not able to ciye 2 
y 


Of course, no Senator occupies a goat 


| pleasantly when a contest is made, however ill- 


| ferred to the committee. 


founded, in regard to his seat. It has been more 
than two long months since the subject was ro. 
Lam perfectly satisfied 


| that there has been no indisposition to investieata 
-and decide it; but I would only invoke, after 


such a lapse of time, the very special and par- 
ticular attention of the committee to the subject 


| Something more than the courtesy which [think 


we owe to a member of this bedy, a brother Sep. 
ator, requires that questions of this sort should 
be disposed of promptly. I have been apprised 
that the committee very politely offered to hear 
the Senator whose seat is 1n question, but he does 
not desire to be heard before them. He has eoy- 
fidence in the committee, and is willing to leaye 
his case before them. It is a matter that depends 
on record evidence and upon questions of law. |r 
would be entirely fruitless before a committee of 
such intelligence to argue it. As farasl am able 
to understand the questions involved, there js 


| none that would bear argument for one moment 


Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the honorabls 
Senator from Kentucky that, from the beginning 
—and I think the Senator from Llinois will do me 
the justice to say so—I have been willing to take 
the question up. I believe [ even went so far as 
to tell him that [ was willing to take it up on the 
first day after it was referred to the committer, 
| have thought, myself, that it ought to be dis- 
posed of; but I cannot always control the opin- 
ions of the committee of which I am chairman, 
They may ask for time; and, since the subject 
has been brought to the view of the Senate, | Will 
say that time has been asked for. It has been 
said, I think, that some distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois wished to be heard on the subject. 
i do not allude to the Senator from Illinois, nor 
to a member in the other House from that State, 
whose name has been quoted, and which [am 
therefore at liberty to mention—Mr. Harats. 
He said that, so far as he was concerned, he did 
not wish to be heard. I have not conferred with 
my friend, the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dove- 
Las,|] and I do not know what his views upon 
the subject are. IT think [ may say, however, 
that the case was postponed with a view of having 
a conference with some persons who may have 
an interest in the question. I have no interest in 
delaying it; and I have been, from the beginning, 
ready to take up this case and all others involving 
the tenure to a place on this floor, 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will remark to my friend 
from Kentucky, that [ think the Committee on 
the Judiciary have thus far devoted themselves 
with great diligence to this case—more than 1s 


'} usual with such matters. This contest involves 


probably be expected in the case of the Senator | 


from Illinois, [Mr. Trumpvit,] whose seat is 
contested. ‘The subject was referred to that com- 
mittee about two months ago. I am sure the 
gentleman will think that it is due to the Senate, 
and especially to the honorable gentleman in re- 
lation to whom this inquiry has been instituted, 
that the matter should be brought to some term- 
ination. If the chairman can inform me when 
there will probably be a report I shall be grati- 
fied. 

Mr. BUTLER.. Mr. President, I believe the 
Committee on the Judiciary have had three meet- 
ings in which this subject has been brought up. 
We have conversed upon it as involving a question 
of much interest. Ido not say there is a differ- 
ence of opinion in the committee; but I assure 
my friend from Kentucky that we have given 
our attention to it by calling itup. We are, how- 
ever, as yet, not ready to decide upon it. We wish 
to take a little more time. I think we shall dispose 
of itnext Wednesday. If there isany shggestion 
to be made in relation to it by the gentleman who 


a great question of conflict between the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and the constitution of 
the State which the gentleman from Illinois rep- 
resents. ‘That is the main question; and, in my 
judgment, it is a very important one, and far 
from being free from difficulty. I have pursu d 


my investigations as a member of the committee, 


with a view of bringing all the aid I could from 
investigation, and reasoning, and consultation 
with the committee on the subject. I have been 
unwilling, in common with cae gentlemen who 
are members of the committee, to come to a de- 
termination without a further investigation of the 
grave and important question of conflict between 
the Constitution of the United States and the 
constitution of the State. It is not confined to 
that State, but from a slight examination which I 
have given to the subject, I think that the const- 
tutions of half the States in the Union have pro- 
visions in them which may be declared void if 
the principal question in controversy in this case 
be bettie in acertain way. This is, therefore, 
a very grave and important matter; it is one 0” 
which I am by no means satisfied. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I do not mean to con- 
tinue the discussion. I mentioned the subject 
merely with a view to call the attention of the 
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committee to it, not doubting at all their intention | 


to,act and to bestow on this matter all the consid- 
eration, personal and official, which itis properly 
entitled to. 1 may venture to say, however, that 
| believe the committee will find, if they proceed 
with the investigation of this constitutional ques- 
tion, that as often as it has occurred—and it has 
occurred heretofore—it has been decided by the 

Every question involved in this case, I 
think, has been decided except one, and that 
seems to me be to too clear for doubt, even upon 
the constitution of Illinois itself. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I have the honor to be a 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
J am free toacknowledge that, in my mind, there 
js no question more important that can be pre- 
sented than the validity of the State constitution 
inthis case. If it comes in conflict with the 
Constitution of the United States, itis void. For 
one, | desire to investigate the matter fully, and 
to decide it rightly; and I confess that, upon this 
point, | have not finished my investigations. At 
the same time, as a member of the committee, I 
shall be anxious to bring the matter to a decision 
at as early a day as possible. I may venture, 
however, to suggest, that it is a grave matter to 
decide here that the constitution of a State isnot 
a valid constitution in regard to any one of its 
rovisions. It is a question that ought not to be 
disposed of hastily. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it is, per- 
haps, due to the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, that I should remark 
that he did express to me a disposition to have 
this matter called up at an early day, and he will 
also doubtless remember that I desired that he 
should do so, and expressed to him a wish that 
he would call the committee together, and have 
the subject disposed of. I considered that it was 
due to the State which sent me here, and due to 
myself, if there were any question about my right 
to hold a seat, to have it settled atonee. Asa 


Senate. 


matter of course, however little I might think of | 


the question which is raised, if others suppose 
there is anything serious in it, it makes it indeli- 
eate for me to be sitting here; and I have certainly 
no desire to retain a seatin this body for one mo- 
ment, unless [ am properly entitled to it. 

The Legislature of Hlinois has sent me here. 
If the Senate believe that the Legislature of Illi- 
nois do not understand their own constitution— 
that they have stultified themselves, and do not 
know their own rights, but have misunderstood 
them, and sent here a person who has no right to 
be here, | wish that decision to be made at an 
early day. If the local tribunals of the State, 
who are supposed best to understand the mean- 
ing of their own constitution and their own laws, 
have misconstrued and misunderstood them, and 
it is proper to set aside their decision, | think it 
due to the State, as well as to myself, that it 
should be done at an early day. Ido not know 
that there is any such disposition here, but what- 
ever may be the feeling, I think itis right that the 
question should be brought to a decision. 

It may turn out that there is no constitutional 
question involved in this case. 
the Legislature of the State of Llinois, no such 
question was involved. They, I presume, did not 
suppose that the constitution of Illinois had any 
upplication to my case. I have already stated 
upon the floor of the Senate that I had been out 
of office for a year and a half when | was elected 
to this body. The constitution of the State of 
lilinois declares a judge of the Supreme Court in- 
ehgible to other oxices during the term for which 
he was elected. The term for which I might have 
held the office, it is true, had notexpired. [held 
the office of judge altogether about five years. I 
was twice elected to hold it. I was elected for 
nine years at the second election, but under that 
election I did not hold the office long. | resigned, 
and had been out of office fora year and a half, 
when I was chosen’ to this body. Unquestion- 


In the opinion of 


ably, therefore, the spirit of the constitution of | 
the State of Illinois does not apply to my case, | 


though it is possible that its letter may. lam not 
disposed to argue the matter at all. 

But however much there may be in all these 
questions as to the intention of the people of 


Illinois in their State constituiion, to affix a qual- | 


lication for United States officers, or whether it 


was intended simply to apply to State officers, I: 


lo not wish to enter into or argue them, 1 will 


say now, however, as I have the floor, and as it 
has been suggested by the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, that the com- 
mittee were ready to hear me on this matter, that 
I have no desire in the world to be heard before 
the committee. I am entirely willing to leave the 
matter with them. There is no dispute about the 
facts. There are no facts to be inquired into. | 
am entirely willing that the committee shall take 
| the case and decide upon it. They are lawyers, 
constitutional lawyers, who understand the ques- 
| tion thoroughly. I only wish that it may b 
early decided, and I think T have a right to ask 
that. Nothing more do I desire. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Will the Senator allow me to 
| ask him a question for information? I desire to 
| know whether there has been any decision of any 
court of the State which he represents, to the ef- 
| fect that that provision in the State constitution 

incapacitating judges of their higher courts from 
| being elected to other offices for the term for which 
they were chosen, and one year thereafter, is void 
| as coming in collision with the Constitution of 
the United States? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There has beena decision. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Has there ever been any judi- 
cial decision? . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There has been no case 
involving that question before the courts judi- 
| cially. 

Mr. TOUCEY. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state to the centle- 
man, however, the fact, that the chief justice of 
the supreme court of Illinois was taken from his 
lace, and appointed, by the President of the 
hited States, a Federal judge for the southern 
district of the State of Illinois, and was confirmed 
by the Senate at its last session. He was taken 
immediately from the bench of the State, and is 
holding the office at the present time. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would suggest to the hon- 
| orable gentleman that that is not a case at all in 


| point. The constitution of the State declares that 
votes given under the circumstances I have stated 
| shall be void, and incapacitates the Legislature 
from choosing a judge to any other office during 
the term for which he was chosen, and for one 
year thereafter. The point of difficulty is, whether 
it was competent for the “om co of the State to 
withhold from the Legislature that power? I 
mention it in frankness to the honorable gentle- 
man, that he may have an opportunity to meet 
| that question before the committee in any form 
that he may choose. It is one that creates some 
doubt, and it is being investigated. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. By the permission of the 
Senate, I will reply to the gentleman’s suggestion 
in ® moment. | presume the Senator from Con- 
necticut 1s aware that the Constitution of the 
United States gives authority to the Legislatures 
of the States to elect Senators. Can the people 
of a State limit thatauthority? I heard the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut himself make an argu- 
ment, the other day, to show that it was not in 
the power of Congress to limit the authority of 
the President of the United States to appoint 
whomsoever he pleases to office. He placed him- 
self upon the ground, that it was a constitutional 
power of the Executive, which could not be lim- 
ited by Congress. Is that so? Well, sir, where 
did the President get the power to appoint to office 
whomsoever he pleases? Fromthe Constitution 
of the United States. Where did the Legislature 
| of Illinois get the power to elect whomsoever it 
| pleased to the Senate? From the Constitution 
of the United States. You cannot limit the Pres- 
ident’s power of appointment, says the gentleman. 
Then, can you limit the power of the Legislature 
to choosea Senator? The power to elect a Sen- 
ator is not inherent in a State; it is derivative from 
the Constitution of the United States. Can the 
people of the State of Illinois elect a Senator? 
Can all of them together electa Senator? Surely 
not. Then, if the people cannot elect a Senator, 
can a convention of the people elect a Senator? 
Certainly not. Why not? Seen the Consti- 
tution of the United States has said that the Legis- 
lature shall choose the Senators. The Senator 
from Connecticut says the President of the United 
States can appoint to office, and you cannot limit 
his authority to appoint whom he pleases. Then, 
how can you limit the power of the Legislature 
to choose a Senator? 
| difference in principle. 


I should like to know the | 
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Mr. TOUCEY. 
uiry to me? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would say, Mr. President, 
that I did not intend to debate this question here. 
I understood the honorable Senator to say that 
this matter had been decided in Hlinois, and my 
inquiry was addressed to him for the purpose of 
eliciting information in regard to any decision 
which had been made in the courts of Hiinois upon 
the subject. I have not myself formed an opinion 
upon it; but I desire to investigate it, and to 
arrive at a correctconclusion. It was not my in- 
tention to sugeest any doubt with regard to the 
gentleman’s rizht to sit here, nor to enter into a 
debate with regard to it; but, supposing that he 
alluded to some decision of the courts of Illinois, 
I desired him to point me to such a decision. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The decisions to which I 
alluded were the practice of the State, the prac- 
tice of her judges in taking office, and the prac- 
tice of her Legislature. I referred to the instance 
of the chief justice of the State having recently 
taken office under the United States. Sir, this 
is a legislative question, and I say the Legislature 
of Illinois has settled it so far as iteould. If the 
Senator calls for a decision, ] may state further, 
that this practice has been acquiesced in by the 
people of two congressional districts, who have 
selected their Representatives in the other House 
from judges. It has been acquiesced in by the 
Legislature of the State, and by the judges of the 
courts of Illinois. Iam free to admit, however, 
that no case has arisen for judicial decision in- 
volving this question. I suppose the Legislature 
is the proper tribunal to pass on it. ~ 

But, sir, I do not design to argue the point; I 
merely rose to state, in reply to the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
who suggested that he had notified me at an early 
day that it would be taken up—that all I desire is, 
that it shall be taken up, and brought before the 
Senate, and disposed of. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Without entering into the 
merits of this question, or intimating the slightest 
opinion upon it, but reserving my judgment until 
the report of the committee shall be received, I 
feel it due to the oceasion to say a word or two. 
This case arises under a clause of the new con- 
stitution of the State of Illinois, which was adopt- 
ed in 1847. There was nota similar clause in the 
old constitution. Iam not aware that any case 
has ever arisen in Illinois, in which this provision 
of the constitution has been decided or brought 
in question, or of any case in which it could by 
possibility be decided. Itis true, as my colleague 
says, that in two congressional districts of Illi- 
nous, at the last election, two judges were elected 
to the other House, my colleague being one of 
them, and Judge Marshall the other. The seats 
of both those gentlemen are contested on this 
very ground. ‘These are the first instances that 
have ever arisen under the provision involved in 
this case. The meeting of the present Congress 
wus the first time when it was possible to raise 
the question. 

I d 


Does the Senator put an in- 


esire, therefore, to say, that this is an open 
question; that no decision has been given on it 
by the people of Illinois, or by any tribunal in 
Illinois, some any tribunal anywhere which could 
possibly have a right to express an opinion on 
the subject. Being now presented, the House of 
Representatives will act on the case there, as an 
original question, it never having been decided 
by any tribunal; and the Senate must act on it 
here, as an original question, there never having 
been any decision on it in [linois or elsewhere, so 
far as I know. This is all I desire to say. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I stated to the Senate, a 
few moments ago, that the question had never 
arisen in any court. I said, however, that the 
Legislature of Illinois had decided the question 
by my election to this body. This question was 
very well understood there. The members of 
the Illinois Legislature were sworn to support the 
constitution of that State; and they sated witha 
full knowledge of the obligation resting upon 
them. This is not a question that would be likely 
to arise in a court of justice; and if the Senator 
from Connecticut, or my colleague, understood 
me to intimate auything of that kind, | was mus- 
understood. I made no such intimation. The 
question was raised in Illinois; and, during the 
canvass in Judge Marshall's district, to ‘whom 
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my colleacue has alluded, the Governor of the 
Siate of Illinois was written to upon the subject; 
end he wrote a letter, which I have before me, 
the concluding sentence of which is in these 
words: * Our constitution could not pre scribe the 
qualification of members of Congress, in my 
opinion.’ This is signed by ‘* Joel A. Matteson, 
Governor of the State. That is the Governor’s 
opinion. ‘The chief justice of the State, as I have 
stated, has been appoint d to office by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and holds it now. 
That fact shows his understanding of the consti- 
tution. I have no intention to argue the subject. 
I merely design, in consequence of what has been 
said, to make a few suggestions—not to argue 
them. F 7 

The clause in dispute in the constitution of the 
State of Illinois is a peculiar one. It embraces 
only ten or a dozen lines. I apprehend that, on 
a close examination of that clause it will be a 
matter of extreme doubt whether the constitu- 
tion of the State of Lllinois intended to apply at 
all to any officer except an officer of the State. 
The language is: 

“The judges of the supreme and circuit courts shall not 
be eligible to any other office or public trust of profit in 
this State, or the United States, during the term for which 
they are elected, nor for one year thereafter.” 

‘* In this State or the United States’’ is the lan- 
guave. What offices? Offices of the State of Ilh- 
nois **in the State or the United States.’’ Does 
anybody suppose that, the convention of the State 
of Ulinois intended to declare that, ifa person who 
had been elected judge in Illinois, and thought 

roper to remove to Kentucky, if you please, after 

holding tee office of judge in Illinois, and if the 
people of the State of Kentucky should have 
sufhcient confidence in him to elect him a justice 
of the peace, he could not hold the office of jus- 
tice of the peace in Kentucky because the con- 
stitution of Illinois had said that he should not 
hold any other office ‘in the United States?” 
No one could give such a construction. Let me 
say again to the Senator from Connecticut, that 
the constitution of the State of Illinois does not 
say that all votes cast for a judge during the term 
for which he is elected and for one year there- 
after shall be void. It does not say any such 
thing, and you can only make it out by construc- 
tion to mean that. It says this: ‘* All votes cast 
for either of them for any elective office, (except 
that of judge of the supreme or circuit court,) 
given by the General Assembly, or the people, 
shall be void.’’ 

** Cast for them.’’ For whom? 
dent of them is ‘*judges.’’ The language is not 
**for them during the term for which they are 
elected, and one year thereafter,’’ but ** votes cast 
for them.’’ Now I do not say that it may not 
be construed to mean that—possibly it may; but 
it is not necessary for the decision of the ques- 
tion here involved, that the Constitution of the 


United States and the constitution of the State | 
of Illinois should be supposed to be in conflict. | 


You have to overrule all these provisions, and to 
insert the words, ‘all votes cast for them during 
the term for which they are elected, and one year 
thereafter,’’ to make the clause apply to my case. 
There are no such words in the constitution, but 


the first line of the same clause is ‘* the judges of 


the supreme court shall receive a salary of $1,200 
per annum, payable quarterly, and no more.” 
Does anybody suppose that a judge could draw 
that salary after he had resigned? Clearly that 
would not be contended. May you not as well 
say he would be entitled to his salary after he 
was out of office, as to say that the votes cast for 
him, or ** them—’’ in the language of the clause, 
os of both circuit and supreme judges— 
should be void. It may mean what I have stated; 
i do not say it necessarily means so; but I wish 
to call the attention of gentlemen to the point, that 
there is not necessarily involved an incompat- 
ibility between the Constitution of the United 
States and the constitution of the State of IIli- 
nois. If, however, it did involve that question, 
then would arise the other point which I stated a 
short time ago, that the power to elect a Senator 
us notin the people of a State—not in the consti- 


tutional convention of a State, but in the Legisla- 
ture. 


Sir, this body is composed of the representa- | 
_The people of a State have a | 
might to make a Legislature; and when they have | 


tives of the States. 


} tan. 


The antece- | 


| she claims to retain possession of Roatan. 
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made a Legislature the power to elect a Senator of 
the United States is conferred on that Legislature 
by the Constitution of the United States, and not 
hy the people of the State. They can neither 
give the power nor take it away. It being deriv- 
ative from the Constitution of the United States, 


| to that you must look to see whether the Senator 
elect is properly qualified to take his seat or not. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN (before the morning busi- | 


ness was through) rose and said: I beg the in- 
dulgence of the Senate for a few moments, in 
relation to a matter which concerns very much 
the absent Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Criay- 
Ton,] who has been for some days, and will prob- 


| ably be for some days longer, detained from his 


seat in the Senate. “The matter of which I speak 
is in relation to some remarks made by the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wu.- 
son,] whom I saw here a moment ago, but who 
is not now in his place. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator that I understand my colleague has left the 
Chamber and has gone to his lodgings. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ihave some explana- 
tions to make in regard to the remarks made by 


| that Senator on a former occasion; but as he is 
| not here, I must postpone them for the present. 


At a later period of the proceedings, Mr. Win- 
son being present, the Senate, on Mr. Crirten- 
DEN’s motion, resumed the consideration of the 


motion to refer to the Committee on Foreign Re- | 


lations Lord John Russell’s letter in relation to 
the treaty of April 19, 1850. 


Mr.CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, we know | 


from a debate, which is not yet finished, but 
which was commenced some time ago, in rela- 


| tion to Central America and the Clayton-Bulwer 


treaty, as it is commonly called, that among the 
various points of controversy which have arisen 


| in regard to the interpretation of that treaty, one 


prominent question relates to the Island of Roa- 
By the American interpretation, that island 
is regarded as a part of Central America, and is 
therefore to be abandoned by Great Britain, and 
she is to withdraw from her possessions. She 
now contends that the treaty had such a prospect- 


ive effect only as not to require her to leave any 
| previous possessions which she had before ac- 


quired, 

These preliminary remarks are necessary to a 
clear understanding of what | now propose to call 
to the attention of the Senate, and to ask of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wixson] an 
explanation. We, here, with a voice almost 
unanimous—as | understand, with the concurrence 
of that Senator himself—maintain a construction 
of this treaty by which Great Britain is bound to 
withdraw from the Island of Roatan. The hon- 


| orable Senator himself says, in those remarks, 
that he concurs in the American interpretation, by | 
which Great Britain, if she had previous posses- | 


sion, is bound to withdraw from it in virtue of 
the provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; yet, 


| in the conclusion of his remarks, made in reply 


to the honorable Senator from Lousiana, [Mr. 
Bensamin,] he said: 
of England just in any way.’’ That claim of 
Great Britain which he denounced as unjust in 
any and every way, is the construction by which 


said: 


“TI do not believe that claim of England just in any way. | 
I think that heraction || 
Such, however, | 


I believe it to be amere assumption. 
is an Outrage on the State of Honduras. 
was her claim; and [ think it will turn out, on investiga- 
tion, (and perhaps it will some time come to light,) that 
when the treaty was framed it was distinetly understood 


that Roatan did not come within its provision, and that it | 


Was excepted with the Belize.’’ 


It seems to me, sir, that this latter declaration | 


is not exactly consistent with the previously ex- 
»ressed opinions of the Senator; but with that I 
oe nothing todo. It implies, as is understood, 
a reflection upon the American negotiator that, 
whatever may appear upon the face of the treaty, 


there is something behind-hard—something con- | 


cealed—which sooner or later may come to light, 
which will show that Roatan did not come within 
the provisions of the treaty, ‘* but that it was ex- 
cepted with the Belize.” 


Now, I ask the honorable Senator what dis- | 


closure is to be made, or what discovery of a new 
fact istocome to light, which will show that Roaten 


| JAMIN. | 


*¢] do not believe that claim | 


He || 
| light, and I did not mean so to state; but what I 




















February 20, 
was excepted, and did not come within the pro- 
visions of the treaty? There is no public dogu- 
ment laid before us to that effect. Did our neoo. 
tiator, while making a treaty in one set of terms 
suppress or conceal a private understanding in 
opposition to the terms of the treaty itself? |; 
such a fact as that the thing which is to come to 
light hereafter, to show that Roatan is not com- 
prehended within the terms of the treaty? If oyr 
negotiator has been guilty of such a thing, he has 
acted a very unworthy part. I will ask the gen. 
tleman, at this stage of my remarks, to explain 


| what is intended—what is the fact which has come 


to his knowledge, and which may hereafter come 
to our knowledge, that will show that Roatan was 
secretly and privately, by an understanding be. 
tween the negotiators, to be reserved out of the 
effect which the letter and reasonable provisions 
of the treaty would seem to imply? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, in response to 


_ the question submitted by the honorable Senator 


from Kentucky, I will endeavor to explain the 
language used by me the other day, in reply to 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bey- 
The Senator from Louisiana thought 
that I had stated the British claims in regard to 
Roatan stronger than the facts would warrant. 
What I intended to say, in reply to the sugges- 
tions of the Senator from Louisiana, was this: 
that the British made the claim that Roatan was 
a part of the Belize; that the settlers living there 
were connected with the Government at the Belize 
at the time this treaty was made; and that, by the 
terms of the understanding between the negotia- 
tors, Roatan was excepted with the Belize settle. 
ments. 

In my remarks, I had no idea of saying that 
the distinguished Secretary of State at that time, 
who negotiated that treaty, had undertaken to 
deceive the Senate or the country; and I most 
deeply regret that that distinguished negotiator, 
or his friends, or any one, should understand me 
as making the slightest reflection on him. From 
the moment I came here, up to the present time, 
I have received nothing but acts of kindness and 


/ courtesy from that Senator, and I entertain for 


him the most profound respect. 
The language quoted by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is stronger than what I uttered on that 


| occasion; but I do not believe that even that state- 
| ment will fully bear out the construction placed 


upon it by the Senator from Kentucky. [| under- 
stand the fact to be, that the claim is now set up 
by Great Britain that the Government of the 
United States knew, at the time when the treaty 
was negotiated, that she claimed the Roatan island 
as part of British Honduras—that our Govern- 
ment knew that she claimed it early in 1850. The 
Senator will find that statement in the Globe from 
which he read. My colleague tells me that it is 
to be found in the paper of the preceding day. I 
read in it a statement, that the Government of 
England, early in 1850, notified this Government 
that England held possessions at the Belize and 
in Honduras, and claimed that the Island of Roa- 


|, tan was excepted from the treaty, under the 


terms of the understandiig between the nego- 
tiators. 

Now, sir,a word in reference to the point of 
anything coming to light hereafter. I have no 
special knowledge that any particular understand- 
ing between the negotiators will ever come to 


meant to state wasthis: that if our Government 
was thus early notified in regard to the matter, 
before the treaty was negotiated, the facts might 
come to light some time which might show that 


| the claim made by England now is in accordance 
| with her understanding at the time it was made. 


I believe she has no right to Roatan, no right 
south of the Siboon—that her claim is entirely un- 
founded. I stand by the American construction. 
I regret exceedingly that the Senator from Del- 
aware should imagine that [ could utter a word 
here reflecting on him. If the Senator from Ken- 


_tucky has read my remarks as reported in full, 


he will find I speak of the American negotiator, 
and of his objects in securing the treaty, with the 
most unqualified respect and regard. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am gratified with the 
explanation which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has made. I am very much gratified that 
he thinks as I do about the conduct of our nego- 
tiator on that occasion. I consider the negotia- 
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tion of this treaty as one of the highest honere 


of which any statesman in the land might well 


he proud. it is probable that the gentleman was 
rae d with literal accuracy in the remarks 
which he made; but if he was, and if he will 


ke what Is 
irate evidence of what 
discover, at least, 


tion for the 


he did say, he will 
that there  founda- 
» construction which I pyt upon his 
there was something reserved, 
eymething in the dark, something behind-hand, 
ealeulated to give to this tr aty a 


is some 


lancuage, t hat 


struction from what its terms imply. It was 
only to obviate that misund rstanding that I 
called attention tothe matter. Lam satisfied now, 
of course, from what he has said, that such was 
not the intention of the gentleman. After his 


statement and explanation of the facts on which 
the insinuation rested, it seems that there was 
no rround for it, and, therefore, l forbear to £0 
further. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had 


distinguished Senator 


a conference with the 
from Delaware and the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky, at his 
special instance. I suppose the Senator from 
Delaware is justly sensitive upon this question, 
and fvels deeply anyt hing that might imply a 
covert mode of evading what he regards as a 
ry express stipulation in the treaty itself. 
Though he did not complain of ah it I said, he 
told me that there had ‘been some talk as to a 
remark attributed to myself, in whi +h I stated 
that, but for the extraneous notes which passed 
between the negotiators after the treaty was 
made, there would be very little ground for dis- 
= as to its import; and another statement 
h I made, that the treaty had been made, I 

fos are of with snares on the hand. 

The honorable Senator from Delaware I sup- 
pose, had not read my remarks fully when he 
asked me if I would be ple ased to give some ex- 
planation of them here; for, if he had read, in 
connection with those to which I have alluded, 
all that I said, I think there could have been but 
one opinion as to my position. I stated expressly 
that the effort—whether made through her nego- 
tiator or in any other way—on the part of Great 
Britain to acquire a title to Roatan, and to acquire 
a dominion there, through the tenancy of the 
Mosquito king, would be a mode of proceeding 
which I thought might justly be characterized as 
certainly not founded in justice. 
sion to the Senator ,from Delaware in that con- 
nection, for I was not aware of as many facts on 
this point as he disclosed to me in the conversa- 
tion to which I have alluded. I now say this, in 
reference to Roatan: Whether there were any 
papers which passed between the negotiators or 
not, | know not; but Iam satisfied, from what the 
Senator from Delaware told me, that throughout 
the whole negotiation Sir Henry Bulwer was 
made to understand that Great Britain, b y noim- 
plication, by no advantage, by no possession, by 'V 
no explans itions or notes, and i in no other way, 
could acquire a higher right to Roatan than she 
had to Belize; and her right in Belize was con- 
trolled by treaty stipul: itions, making it a mere 
usufruct. When Great Britain undertook to at- 
tribute to her tenure in Roatana fee simple inter- 


est, though she had only ausufruct in the Belize | 


to the Rio Hondo, I said it was using a posses- 
sion there , through the Mosquito king, which was 
not justific din my opinion either by national law 
or by the expl anations and understandings be- 
tween the parties themselves. 

That is what I told the Senator from Delaware, 


printed and what I have read as | 


different con- | 


I made no allu- | 


and I said further, that if I was understood to im- | 


pee to him eithera disposition to overreach Sir 
fenry Bulwer or to be overreached by him, others 
attributed to me what I did not intend and what 
I did not e xpress. I may now remark, that I 
thought I took strong ground the other way. 
Mr. TOUCEY. Certainly; I remember it. 
Mr. BUTLER. WhilstI may have used some 


expression to the effect that the debate in the | 


Senate had, I feared, 
on the treaty itself, or on the negotiations which 
might take place between the two Governments, 


not had a propitious effect | 


I said that I concurred with Mr. C layton in the | 


construction which he had given to the treaty; 


and that even all the extraneous matters, dehors 
the record which had been brought in, could not, 

in my opinion, control the plain import of the 
treaty In any point of view. 


Here, sir, 1 will | 





fully, JNO. FL 


| he shall again make 


| tral American States which 
| provinces—and there can be no difficulty, I pre- 


| other dye- woods. 
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eft r to a matter -whie h he pointed out to me, toni 
which he desired me to mention. If e xplanations 
on the part of the representatives of Great Britain 
herself are to be revarded as 
suppose they must be regarded 
as having some influence on } 
may state that Mr. Crampton was. written to by 
Mr. Clayton with a view to ascertain, as far as 
he could, what was British Honduras. That is 
aterm which in some 

] confi ss. 


authority—and I 
to some extent, 


uublic opinion—! 


measure embarrassed me, 
For fear that I may not do justice to 
Mr. Crampton by any statement - his position 
I will call for the reading of his letter. 
The Secretary read the 
Bririsu Lecation, Jaen 
My pear Sir: I have the honor to ac 
ceipt of your note of to-day’s date 
me—first, 


a we lette Ps 

uary 7, 1854. 
knowledge the re- 
sin Waich vou tmquire oj 


whether there may not be a mistake in the dis 
patches of my Government, lately communicated to Con 
gress, so far as they speak of British Honduras as part of 


Central America? Secondly, whether | understand Cen 
tral America as embracing anything more than the five 
Central American States? And, thirdiy, whether t under 
stand the dependencies of British Honduras as anything 
more than the small islands described in the treaty of 1786 ; 
i regret that [am at present unable to supply you with 
an explicit explanation of the passages of the dispatches 
ich it seems to be inferred that Belize is stated by 

ica 





from wh 
the British Government to be situated in Central Am 
as Ll am not inthe possession of any official communication 
trom my Government in which that question is directly 
treated. 

A fair inference 





, however, from the text of treaties, and 
other documents to which [ have access, with regard to the 
title of Great Britain to British Honduras and its depend 
encies, would lead me to conclude that British Honduras is 


situated in Mexico, and not in Central America, properly 
o-called. In this opinion I have good reason to think the 
Government of the United States concurs. 

The dependencies of British Honduras are 
distinctly enumerated in the treaty of 17°86. [t occurs to 
me that, in the dispatches in question, Which, it must be 
recollected, treat ot this somewhat complicated matter inci 
dentally only, the term * Central America”? may have been 
ised in some geographical I not unfre 


sinmyopimion, 


sense in which it ha 
quently been applied to the central part of this continent, 
and not in the true political and diplomatic meaning of the 
term. IF would remark, too, that the boundaries of Central 
America, in the political sense, are, in some respects, not 
yet completely defined, more particularly as 
boundary between Costa Rica and New Grenada, which is 
still in dispute between those States. 

These are my own individual impres wig — I can onls 
give you them as such. I shall willingly, however, apply to 
my own Government for a more distinet e csinaudd mm OF the 
matter, which, { doubt not, will prove satisfactory to the 
Government of the United States and yourself. 

I am, my dear sir, with much respect, yours, very faith 
CRAMPTON. 
To the Hon. Jonn M. Crayton, United States Senat 

Mr. BUTLER. The distinguished Secretary 
of wate who made this tre aty is ve ry sensitiv: 
justly s pa eens Sees this subject. He fea 
th: ut the re may be a little dispos 
that he did not deal fairly 
regard to the treaty. 

‘ | 
haps, I he 


regards the 


, 


sition to sup pose 6 
with the Se nas e in 
I think otherwise: but, per- 
id better leave that point to him when 
his appearance floor 
I may say, however, that Mr. 

‘ry anxious that a fact should go 
out to the public which I will state. When Sir 
Henry Bulwer insisted that the treaty should 
include what he said were certain islands and de- 
pendencies of Belize, adjacent to Honduras, Mr. 
Crayton told him substanti: uly, “If you are not 
satisfied with the treaty as it is, : and with such 
explanations as we have made between ourselves, 
I must submit it to the Senate, and you must 
take the consequences.”’ Sir Henry Bulwer de- 
clined, and it was not sent to the Senate in that 
way. 

Now, sir, so far as I have been able to under- 
stand the explanations which have been made on 
this question—and I have endeavored to under- 
stand them correctly—the relation of Great Brit- 
tain to the possession in Belize is exactly the 
relation of landlord and tenant. If Great Britaim 
entered, under the treaties of 1783 and 1786, as a 
tenant at sufferance under Spain, and if all the 
rights of Spain have been subrogated to the Cen- 
were formerly her 


on the 
of the Senate. 
CLAYTON Was V 


sume, on that point—if those States have either 
derivatively, or by direct conference on them, the 
rights which Spain had, then I say Great Britain 
was a tenant of Belize, a mere usufructuary 
tenant to use the Belize exactly as she stipulated 
to do in her treaties; that is, to cut logwood and 
{ understand, however, that 
she has tre spassed beyond the limits stipulate d 
by the treaty, and has gone down to the river 
Sarstoon. If she has done so, she has violated 


| her treaties with Spain; and, by implication and 
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by subrogation, she has also interfered with the 
rights of Central American States who necessa- 
rily succeeded to the rights of Spain. 
fy 
This be il > I shall leave 
with the Senator from Delaware 
be able soon to come into the 


¢ the case the subject 
I hope he will 


Senate. Thisisa 


matter involving, as he thinks, very deeply his 
own reputation. Perhaps he thinks it involves 
his reputation more deeply than I do. He is ver 

solicitous on the subject, and was very oak 
afraid that injustice hi id been = to him by the 


Senator from Massachusetts. I shall not under- 
take to advert to his explanation. I suppose it 
ought to be satisfactory to the Senator from Del- 


awat It seemed to be made in a spirit of frank- 
ness and fairness. Where our common country 
is concerned, | presume there is no disposition, 
by any remarks made here, to make a tributary 
to the great current of history which would affect 


improperly the reputation of any man, much less 
the reputation of the country itself. 

ir. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I shall 
make a very few remarks, and then I shall leave 
the subject. It is supposed by the Senator from 
M .chusetts, in the remarks which he has 
made, that Mr. CLayron had, before the negotia- 
the treaty, received information that Great 
Britain possessed and claimed the Island of Roa- 
tan. lL have 


tion o} 


seen no evidence of that; but it may 


be that my examinations into the subject have 
not been very minute. I desire, however, to ask 
the gentleman, does he know of any communi- 
cation, made before the negotiation of this tre aty, 
anneouneing to the Government of the United 
States, or to the then Secretary of State, that 


ir Britain had any claim of possession to the 
land of Roatan. I know of none, and I think 
authorized to assure the gentleman tliat 
ere is none such, nor any communication of 





a 


hat rt, nor any claim of the sort ever hinted, 
or up, until after the negotiation. 
"Lhis being the fact, I | rentl ll 
ii wine the tac think the gentleman wi 


find that there is no ground whatever for the 


opinions which he has entertained. If he knows 
of any such communication, even that would not 
change the result as to this treaty. One reason 
for sinking the treaty was, that we knew Great 


Britain had 


ossession and claimed possession 


of territories in Central America. That was one 
of the very obj ets which we had in view in pro- 
viding that she should no longer occupy. Our 
construction of the treaty is, that she cannot 
occupy territory there, even if she had possession; 
but that she ever set up any peculiar or particu- 
lar claim, such as sh — have put the negotiator 
on the American side upon his guard, to make a 
special provision rheaial it, or any provis on In 
reference to the Island of Roatan, 1s what, under 
my present state of advice, | deny. If any in- 
formation of that character exists y and if that 
information is what was alluded to as hereafter 
possibly to come to light, I desire to know it. I 


say that no such letter, no such note, no such 
communication, was ever made to the American 
Secretary of State before the negotiation of the 
trenty. 

Perhaps the gentleman may have had allusion 
to something else, which p' ‘rhaps reached him in 
an imperfect or delusive shape. It is true, I be- 


lieve, that after the treaty was negotiated and 
sicned, and was before the Senate of the United 
States, some note, rather of a private than of a 
public character, not having for its object the 


treaty at all, but setting up a claim to Roatan b 

Great Britain, was addressed by Sir He nry Bul. 
wer to Mr, Clayton; and what did Mr. Clayton 
say to him? He said substantially: ** Sir, you 
had better not write me such a letter as that; if 
you mean this as an exception, or if you mean 
he reatter to use it in any Way as an ¢ xception to 
this treaty, or for its frustration or construction 
in any respi ct, either take it back, or I will im- 
mediately send it to the Senate of the United 
States, that they may de sai upon it.’”? Sir Henry 
Bulwer agreed to take back the note ; he asked to 
take it back, and he ‘ia take it bae k. Now, sir, 
if that be the correspondence which was alluded 
to, what is its effect upon any reasonable con- 
struction of the treaty? Cle arly that, rather than 
make this pretended claim a subject of ne gotiation 
at all, England waived itby agreeing to take back 
the note, her Minister being told at ‘the same time 
that, unle ss he did so, nothing should be withheld 
from the Senate; but that his note should go there, 
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and be considered by them, whether it would have 
any effect on the treaty, and if it did, whether 
they woud ratify it with this explanation or ad- 
dition, or whatever you may call it? 

This, however, was after the treaty was nego- 
tinted and signed, and while it was pending before 
the body for its advice and confirmation. That 
note was taken back; and that being taken back, 
nothing either in speech or in writing, in act or 
in deed, ever occurred to change or alter in the 
slightest degree the fair legitimate construction of 
the treaty, according to its terms; nor anything 
which can cast the slichtestshadow over the perfect 
integrity and perfect sincerity with which the 
treaty was negotiated, at least on the American 
side,and lam not unwilling to admit on the British 
side also. I do not believe that this misconstruc- 
tion on the part of Great Britain will be allowed 
by that wise Government to r sult in anything 
like war between these two countries. 

[ must say that itis impossible, as | understand 
the ireaty, and as we all seem to understand it— 
we must at least consider it impossible that Great 
Britain will drive to the fatal end of war such a 
controversy as that raised about the Island of 
Roatan, and the miserable protectorate which she 
claims over the Indian who assumes sovereignty 
over a part of the Central American coast, and 
under whose sovereign name she manages, as she 
did in early times, to introduce a little smuggling 
into Spanish and Central American territories, 
contrary to their laws. No, sir; that protecto- 
rate will never be urged by her. Let the question 
of Roatan be settled: letthat be given up; and as for 
her protectorate, lether take itasitexists,as mod- 
ified, as qualified, as reduced to a shadow by the 
treaty. The treaty tells her ‘* youshall notoceupy, 
you shall not fortify, you shall not use any in- 
fluence, or sway, or sovereignty in any part of 
the Mosquito coast; you are forbidden all that.”’ 
‘* Certainly,’’ she responds, ** but still we claim 
a protectorate,” Be it so; but it is a shadow of 
one, and that is sufficient for this efligy of a king 
who is set up so much to the discredit, as [ think, 
of realroyalty. Itis strange tome how subjects of 
her illustrious Majesty Queen Victoria—how her 
statesmen and ministers can assume to place be- 
side her in a chair of sovereignty this dirty Indian 
king, who does not deserve to be compared with 
one of our wild warriors of the forest—a poor, 
uncivilized, itnorant creature, who was crowned 
at Jamaica, they tell us, with all the solemnity of 
royalty. With what sort of a crown? I wonder 
if the English Minister could inform us whether 
the same ceremonies were observed as are used 
in the coronation of a king of England. We 
know that itis said that he dresses in the dress 
of an English midshipman, and lives with the 
British consul on the Mosquito coast; but yet he 
is called the Mosquito King! 

Now, sir, we have our construction of that pro- 
tectorate, and Great Britain may have hers. Is 
there any occasion now to quarrel about it?) We, 
three thousand miles distant from each other, do 
not exactly agree in the interpretation of the 
treaty. Very well. We tell her that we are very 
confident that our construction is right; but until 
she acts on her definition, until she does some 
act affecting the treaty, we can afford to stand still. 
I do not believe she will everdo it. This shadow 
ofa king which she has been following up, she 
will not pursue to substantial acts that will lead to 
war between the two countries. She has more 
discretion, more wisdom, more policy, more hu- 
manity. She will never do it. { do not say it in 
disparagement of her at all; it is not in that spirit 
that I speak. She has too much regard for the 
peace of the world, and for the interests of a 
peaceable world,ever to pursue this imaginary 
construction of hers into anything like a prac- 
tical act of hostility, or to give cause to any prac- 
tical hostility on our part. Let her indulge herself 
in the idea that something of imaginary honor is 
maintained by this imagmary protectorate, and, 
if she pleases, that an imaginary king is under 
her protection. Let her imagine all this, and it is 
harmless to us; it is harmless to the world. — Itis 
a political reverie which we need not disturb, and 
which I have no disposition to disturb. Wait 
untilshe shallact. Before she acts, I think, more 
serious consideration will inspire her counsels, 
and she may do nothing that she ought not to do. 
She ought not, in my opinion, to pursue this mat- 
ter. ese have been my sentiments, and they 
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have quited all my fears and apprehensions of a 


war with Great Britain. 


LOBE. 


} exchanged, the British Minister, Sir Henry L 


I am not for renouncing the treaty, because I | 


believe our safe course is to adhere to it. As to 
the protectorate, leave it just as it stands—a mere 
asia: Great Britain will never attempt to make 
ita substance; she will never act out under it any 
hostility towards this country. 1 believe that. | 
want nothing beyond the terms of our treaty. I 
think it is necessary to the neutralization of the 
Central American isthmus, through which the 
commerce and the people of all countries are to 
ass, if the benignant objects of that treaty can 
‘ accomplished, to maintain the treaty. This 


was its great purpose—to rescue this great high- | 


way of nations from the perils, and dangers, and 
havoc of war—to make it an asylum for all coun- 
tries and people—a place of safety and safe pas- 


sage for the world and the commerce of the world | 


throughout the whole length of the canal, and into 


the sea for a certain distance beyond it. The | 
possession of the Island of Roatan would place || 





Great Britain, it is said—and I suppose it 1s, to | 
some extent, true, for otherwise it would have no | 


value—in such a position that the commerce which 
passes through the canal, or over the railroads 


which may be established, would be, the moment | 


it passed this island, away from the domain of 
peace and within the limits of war, exposed to 
capture by any forces stationed at that island. 
To accomplish the great object, therefore, of the 
neutralization of the isthmus, it seems to me 
necessary that she shall abandon that island. It 
is ineluded in the spirit of the treaty—clearly and 
manifestly ineluded in the terms of the treaty. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I was struck, 


in the debate which arose a few days ago, with |! 


the expression that has been attributed to the | 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wiison] by | 
the negotiator of this treaty, the Senator from | 


Delaware, [Mr. Crayron,] which I may have | 


misunderstood at the time, but in which I did 
understand him to say that the 
ment claimed a right to the Island of Roatan, as 
one of the dependencies of its possessions at Be- 


British Govern- | 


lize. I was struck by it, because I had never, in 


the course of my examination, found the British 
Government asserting any such claim, 

Now, sir, whoever has read the correspondence 
recently laid on our tables will, I think, be struck 
with the fact that, although none are more com- 


petent to use the English language to express a | 


clear and determinate meaning than Lord Claren- |; 
don, who conducted it on the part of the British | 


Government, yet you find nowhere, in relation to | 


this Island of Roatan, or in relation to the aggres- 
sion of the British Government on the Central 


American coast south of their boundary under | 


the treaty of 1786, a distinct assertion of title, 
based upon right. 


I think whoever has read this | 


correspondence will have been struck with the | 
fact that, so far as it was conducted on the part | 
of the American Government, plain, ordinary, | 
explicit terms were used to express an explicit | 


and plain meaning; and that the meaning of the 
American Government cannot be misunderstood; 
whereas, on the part of the Minister who con- 


ducted the correspondence on behalf of the British | 


, Government, if you attempt to get at the mean- 


ing of England, you will fail, and find yourself | 
involved in a maze of confused sentences, inde- | 


terminate and vague expressions, in which there 
is no distinct assertion of title drawn from any 
distinct source. : 

‘These are the characteristics of the correspond- 
ence; and in nothing are they more signally 
manifested than in reference to the British pre- 
tensions to the Island of Roatan. There is no 
distinct assertion of title; and Senators will not 
find it there. 
to the territory of Central America. 
Governments agreed that neither would occupy, 
colonize, or fortify ‘any part of Central Amer- 
ica.’’ ‘These are the terms of the treaty. When 


/ we come to agree on what this treaty means, a 


question may be left open as to what is, or what 
is not, Central America. That is a question of 
boundary—purely a question of boundary—a 
question which it may become necessary possibly 


to settle outside of the treaty; but the treaty is 


| confined expressly to whatever may be, by geo- 


| graphic or political designation, the meaning of 
| the term Central America. 


Before the ratifications of the treaty were 





The treaty is confined in its terms | 
The two | 





| 


| 
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Bulwer, filed a note with the American Secretary 
of State, in which he said that he was instructed 
to exchange ratifications upon condition that her 
Majesty’s Government did not consider the en. 
gagements of that convention to apply to her 
Majesty’s settlement at Honduras, or to its de. 
pendencies. Now, what were the dependencies 
| of Hondurgs one must gather for himself on read- 
ing the eolines of the Minister. What were the 
dependencies of Honduras would, I apprehend, 
require a great deal of argument, discussion, and 
negotiation to determine; and it was left, I should 
think, designedly in that loose and indeterminate 
manner for future British use when they came to 
expound the meaning of this treaty. The Amer- 
i¢an Secretary of State, Mr. Clayton, did not 
leave it in that indeterminate manner. We know 
from subsequent history, that it was considered 
at that day—and it may be true, although I am 
not prepared to say so—that the British settle- 
ments upon the main land were within the limits 
of Mexico, and not within the limits of any State 
forming apart of Central America; and so con- 
sidering it, Mr. Clayton, in his reply to the note 
of Sir Henry Bulwer, narrows down what he un- 
derstands to be the meaning of the British Minis- 
ter’s expression. The language of the British 
Minister was, that the treaty did not extend to 
** her Majesty’s settlement at Honduras, or to its 
dependencies.’? ‘The reply of the Secretary of 
State was, ‘it was neither understood by them,” 
(the Senate,) ‘‘nor by either of us,’’ (the negoti- 
ators) **to include the British settlements in Hon- 
duras, commonly called British Honduras, as 
distinct from the State of Honduras, nor the small 
islands in the neighborhood of that settlement, 
which may be known as its ‘ dependencies.’ ”’ 

The use of this term, ‘* British Honduras,”’ is 
British use—a mode of expression that seems to 
have been adopted by British Ministers who have 
treated upon this subject upon the part of their 
Government, and who have chosen to consider 
that ‘* British Honduras”’ and the ** British settle- 
ments at the Belize’? were convertible terms ex- 
pressive of the same meaning. We all know 
very well what was the original appellation given 
by England and by Spain to the British settle- 
| ments upon that coast, confined as they originally 
were, and yet are, if right be attained, to a limited 
and prescribed tract of country between two cer- 
tain rivers, the river Belize having been originally 
one of them. They were called from time im- 
memorial the British settlements at Belize. 

Since the treaty of 1786, as we are told now by 
some of the British Ministers, the settlements of 
England have been extended below the prescribed 
boundary under that treaty, and they have gone 
, down, not along the Bay of Honduras alone, but 
down the Gulf of Honduras, clearly and admit- 
tedly within the province of Vera in which is 
part of the State of Guatemala, and a part of 
Central America. Well, sir, as I understand the 
map of that country, the river Belize does not 
empty itself into the Bay of Honduras at all. It 
empties itself into the Caribbean sea, and the Bay 
of Honduras commences below the mouth of the 
Belize. ‘The Bay of Honduras washes the coast 
of Guatemala and terminates in the Gulf of Hon- 
duras, a sharp indentation in the land. 

England, without the color of right—and now 
asserting no right and no title beyond that of 
trespass—since 1786, after the decrepitude of 
Spain came upon her, and during the feebleness 
of the independent States which, in 1824 I think, 
threw off the dominion of Spain, has gradually, 
by usurpation, or by naked common-law tres- 
pass, extended her settlements below the pre- 
scribed boundary and along the coast of the Bay 
of Honduras. Thus it may have become conve- 
nient for England to palm upon the world as con- 
vertible terms, “‘ the British settlementsat Belize,” 
and ** British settlements at Honduras;’’ but we 
find, when that term was introduced by Sir Henry 
Bulwer into his note appended to the treaty, Mr. 
Clayton promptly limited and defined what he 
understood by British Honduras, and his lan- 
guage is: * The British settlement in Honduras, 
/commonly called British Honduras, as distinct 
from the State of Honduras.’’ 

Sir, so far as I have read the documents, I have 
_ not seen that the British Government claims any 
| greater right to those settlements below the proper 
‘treaty limits, because she has called them settle- 
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sat Honduras, and that appe elatii on has beer n 
auiesced in, as she thinks. Whether such a 
ht is to be asserted or not, I do not know; but, 
. far as | have read, it has not yet been asserted 
; » the part of Englan d. 

Now, sir, | havea w ord to say as to the alleged 
claim on the part of England that the Island of 
Ros pata forms one of the dependencies of her 
ttlements at Honduras, as ie chooses to term 
them. I have said that I have not yet seen that 
ile asserted onthe partof England. She has 
asserted nothing definite, nothing intelligible, in 
t 0a of title to that isiand at = She has, 
however, said, through her Minister, Lord Clar- 
»pdon, in one of his dispatches to Mr. Buchanan: 


m 


i 


8 


{ 


to Roatan and the adjoining islands, al! that can be 


debatable as to them is, whether they are island depend- 
encies of Belize, or attached to some Central American 
Vhy is it debatable at all? Jf England hada 
ti tle, why not set it forth, whether it was a good 
title or abadone?) Why notassert, * the utle of 
Bp nels a is, that it is a part of the settlements aut 
Belize, or a part of the settlements at Honduras ?’ 
Simply ‘es CAUse Eneland, | presume, knew, from 
the geographical position of the isle ind, that such 


a title we ould have been perfectly absurd. It is 
not asserted what are the dependenci ies of Belize. 
The treaties with Spain inform us what was in- 
cluded in the right of Britain to settle at Belize, 
is islands were coneerned. The treaties 
with Spain agreed that certain small islands in 
the neigh! borhood, i immediately oif the coast and 
contizuous to the mouth of the river Belize—I 
do net remember the exact terms, but this is the 
substance of the treaty—one of which was called 
Cayo Casina, might be treated by Britain as within 
her settlement for certain prescribed purposes. 
That is definite between Spain and England. 
Spain prescribed to England to what extent her 
rights on that coast should go, and England acqui- 
esced in that in 1783, and againin 1786. In 1786, 
Spain conce ‘ded to England a right to oc apy , for 
prescribe od ereet: ertain islands that lay con- 
tiruous to her settlements at that point—at the 
Belize—and England ae es That is clear, 
determinate, intelligible. Nor did Spain stop here 
She not only prescribe a: what En: eland’s rights 
were, but to what extent her posse ssions should 
0. There is not a word in these treaties any- 
whe re about dependencies. England has intro- 
ional the term subseque ntly. She treats the 
continent as the prince ipal, and the islands as the 
ine ident, and calls them dependencies. It is an 
English term, introduced by Sir Henry Bulwer 
into the note which he sent to the Secretary of 
State at the time when the ratifications of the 
treaty were exchanged, claiming something as 
dependencies—not insular dependencies, but de- 
pendencies of the British settlements and Hon- 
duras. Mr. Clayton narrowsitdown. The Sec- 
retary of State goes back to the treaty of 1786, 
and says, substantially, ‘‘1f you mean those small 
islands contiguous to the coast’’—or some equiv- 
alent ex xpression—* I will admit it. The small 
islands in the neighborhood of that settlement, 
which may be known as its dependenci icy, he 
admits were not embraced within the treaty. 
Now, Mr. President, you will find, on looking 
at the correspondence of Lord Clarendon, that 
he says the only debatable matter is, whether the 
Island of Roatan was one of the dependencies of 
her Maje sty’s settlement at Honduras; but after 
stating his proposition, he does not go on to show 
that the *y were dependencies of the settlement at 
Honduras. He goes on to show some vague pos- 
sessory title. He says it is well known that in 
1742 England was in possession of that island; 
but it is equally well known that in 1786 she 
agreed to abandon it, and did abandon it, at the 
demand of vane He says it is equally well 
known that in 1838, 1840, or 1841, England again 
took posse ssion; but he does pot say that she 
took possession of it as one of the de ~pendencies 
of Belize , but mere ly asserts the fact; and, ithe 
iting that ve ague and shadowy title, he then says 
that En; cland has had some prete nsions to that 
island, as one of the de spende neies of Belize. 
All that I mean to say is, that I am yet to learn 
that England has distine tly asserted any right to 
the island of Roatan, derived under her settle- 
ment rights upon the coast; but she has presented 
it,as I said, in some vague and indeterminate man- 
her, choosing—I presume, preferring—to avoid 


€o tar 


any determinate meaning by putting 


| Belize river, and very nearly equally dist 


| Came 
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her preten- 
sions in that vacue and indeterminate manner, so 
as to enable her to ascribe to them one meaning 
at one day, and another meaning at another day. 
On looking at the map, I presume the whole 
question would be settled at once, super visu. The 
island of Roatan ts about thirty-five miles from 
the coast of the State of duieee and. accord- 
ing to my present recollection, some one hundred 
and fifty miles distant from the mouth of th 
rnt from 


the nearest point of ‘the aggressive poss vention of 
England below the mouth of the river. The map 
would settle it that England has been exertine—I 


think I am authorized to say—power in the most 
unscrupulous manner upon that coast, and has 
been, from time to time, at her re, In pos- 
session of that island, whether m 1838, or 1840, 
or In 184], is not material; but no British Minis- 
ter, to my knowle dge , has, to this day, asserted 
a distinct right to that island on the ¢& Amer that 
it formed a part of her settlements, legitimated 
under hertreaty with Spain, on the adjacent coast. 

I wished mere ly to throw out these ideas, be- 
cause if Lam wrong, I should like to be correc “ted 
but I have ye ttos any assertion of title on the 
part of England to the Island of Roatan as a dis- 
tinet proposition, whi ch would enable 
what she claims her title to be. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, the lane 
quoted by the Senator from Kentucky does not 
fairly represent the ideae iby me. What 
[ meant to say is, that somethine might yet come 
to licht to show that England understood that the 
Island of Roatan was a part of her Belize 
ment, and, as such, excepted from the treaty. I 
stated to the Senator from Louisiana, on the 
morning of the publication of that statement, 
when he called my attention to it, that the 
ment was str than I intended to use 
did not express my meaning. 

I hold in my hand the debates of the Senate 
for 1853. In aspeech then made by Mr. Everett, 
on this treaty, | find this statement in reeard 
Roatan and the other Bay Islands. ‘* They have 
been for a century or more a part of the depend- 
encies of Belize; and it was not the understand- 
ing of the contracting parties that they should be 

way or other by the stipulations of 


yleasu 


us to know 
unre 


xpress 
i 


} 
settie- 


State- 


meer ye and 


affected one 
the treaty of the 19th April, 1850.’ “Mr. Everett 
also stated, on the strength of a dispateh from 
Lord Palmerston,that ** Great Brit 1in claimed to 
hold these pan in possession—claimed the title 
de facto and de jure.”’ He also expressed the 
opinion that ‘ af these facts are true Great Britain 
has not violated the treaty by organizing the gov- 
ernment of July, 1852.”’ 

1 quoted the authority of Mr. 
into the Senate in 1849, fresh from the 
State Department. [orty years ago he traveled 
through Europe, and when he returned home en- 
tered upon a life of study; and it is not too much 
to say that he is one of the first scholars of our 
country. More than thirty years azo he entered 
the other House, and served there for ten years, 
much of the time on the Committee on Forcien 
Affairs. He represented this Government at the 
Court of St. James; and was afterwards at the 
head of the State Department. He came from 
that Department to this body, and must be pre- 
sumed to understand this Central American ques- 
tion. 

The Globe stated—I think the day a I 
made my remarks—that our Government was in 
possession of the fact that Great Britain ¢ iia d 
the title to these islands. My idea, therefore, 
was, that that facet, whic h had never been 
cially published, might some time come to light, 
and show that Great Britain understood the treaty 
differently from us. That was all I wished 
Say. I certainly intended to cast no reflection 
on the Ame rican nevotiator; and I should regret 
most deeply to utter a word on the floor of the 
Senate which could wound the fee lings of that 
veteran Senator and statesman. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee 
entering into any discussion on the points which 
have bee “n allude d to by any of the Senators w ho 
have spoken upon this subjects but [ wish to 
deliver some views which I entertain on the gen- 
eral subject, before it passes from under the notice 
of the Senate, and in which, perhaps, I shall be 
found to differ from the views which have been 
expressed by most Senators on some poiuts. 


Everett when he 


ofh- 


I have no idea of 
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much 
sense they are of very 
>and [ have no ol j ‘ction now to 
state to the honofable Senator from Virginia what 
are the two to which I allude, v 
meaning to preclude myself from an ¢ xpression 
of my general views on the subject hereafter. 
I think 
oe iss d by what I unde rst ind to be two po ~ 
tlons assume d by this Government, and pressed 
earnestness and tenacity as any 
One is, that there is not reserved 
under the first article of the treaty, or in any part 
of it, any rizht in Great Britain to interfere at all 
for the protection of th Mosquito Indians, even 
bya mn ith the State in which they are 
more than they would have the rivht 
a Minister to the Indians within our Ter- 
ritories, or to the Government under which they 
live, to provide for their 1 consider 
that to be a restriction of the privilege which was 
conceded to Great Britain by this Government 
for three years after the treaty was ratitied. 
Concurring, as Ldo most heartily, in the views 
this subject by the Senator from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crirres ..) Ido not consider 
it an object likel ly to be of such importance 
that w e should seek to interfere 
ernment should 


Those points may not, in one 
importance, but in another 
rreat Importance 


be of 


sense, 


poetots ithout 


the negotiation has been unne ‘cessarily 


. an as much ¢ 


other positions. 


rotition 
situated, any 
to x nd 


prot ection. 


expressed on 

i sitll 
to us 
, or ‘that this Gov 
seek to take away what might 


prop rly nouch be calle d a shado'v of her pro- 

tectorate, but still some undefined right of inter 

fering for the protection of these Indian That 
. point which I think has embarrassed the set- 


tlement of this question between the two Gov- 
ernments. 

‘The other point is that, in the discussion of 
this question at London, a considerable source of 
embarrassment has been the instruction 
Mr. Buchanan, and his obedience to it, 
Great Britain that this Government 
authorized to interfere if she 


riven to 
notifying 
would feel 
' 

enang d In any di - 


rree, or In any manner, the form of government 
at Belize, even within its old limits, without refer- 
ence to the disputed question of oceupation he- 


Siboon and the 
a question altove the 


tween the I consider 
that to be outside of the 
treaty, but the negotiation has aie n considerably 
embarrassed by that point being thrust in by this 
Government. 

These are the two points in which I shall per- 
haps differ from Senators who have 
this subject. I am not, however, 
on to-day, and I did not come here expecting to 
eo on with the debate to-day; nor shal! [desire to 
proceed to-morrow, for it is my wish to look into 
the pai vers Which were presented to us oe 
They are voluminous, and I desire to see what 
light can be thrown on the subject by an exam- 
ination of those documents. I would prefer to 
say what I have to say on this subject on Friday 
or Saturday: but rentlemen have inti- 
mate ted tome that they would like very much to ad- 
journ over from T ats Ly, or at all events from 
Mridi iy to Monday, if will meet the concur- 
rence of the Senator iene Virginia, I will move, 
as Monday is already preoceupied by: another 
special orde r, that the pA oe ‘r consideration of this 
sub rj et be > postpone od to Tuesd: Ly next, and be 
made the specii il order of the day for one o’clock. 

The motion was acreed to. 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE NAVAL 

The Senate resumed the 
resolution submitted by Mr. 
on the 19th of December 
amended, on his motion, to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary ot the Na‘ y b 3 clive cle d lo 
es to the Senate a copy of the report made ae ’ 

+ Department by the board of naval ofiicers convene di: 

W ashins gton, in pursuance of an act approved February on. 
1855, entitled An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” and of the record, journal, or other papers accom 
panying said report ; or, tn tie absenee of such papers, that 
he further inform the Senate whether the causes for which 
officers of the Navy w »recommended by that board to 
be dismissed or retired accompanied that report, or were 
otherwise made known in writing to the Department; 
and, if so, that he communicate tothe Senate a copy ol tie 
same. 

On Monday last, Mr. Jongs, Tennessee, 
submitted a written statement of a conversation 
between Lieutenant Rhind and Captain Du Pont, 
(a member of the naval retiring board,) to which 
allusion had been made in debate. The 
of the statement was objec ted to by Mr 
min, and the pending question was, on 
it to be read. 
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"The PRESIDENT. Before anything further | 


is said, the Chair will read the 14th rule: ** When 
the reading of a paper is called for, and the same 
ix objected to by any member, it shall be determ- 
ined by a vote of the Senate, and without debate.”’ 

Mr. WELLER. I believe the Senator from 
Florida had the floor when the question was under 
discussion the other day. ; 

The PRESIDENT. The question immediately 
before the Senate is not a debatable one. 

Mr. MALLORY. I know it is not debatable, 
but | simply wish to observe to the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee that I do not think there 
is now any objection whatever to the passage of 
his resolution. On behalf of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs I have never made any opposition 
to its passage. I have simply notified the Sen- 
ator a desire to insert an amendment except- 
ing from the operation of the resolution those 
officers who may not wish their cases to come 
before the Senate. I am willing, however, that 


the vote may be taken instanter,if the Senator 


desires it. 


The PRESIDENT. The first question is, | 


whether the paper offered by the Senator from | 


Tennessee shall be read ? 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I made an objection the | 


other day, to the reading of the paper, but I will | 
withdraw it at the request of my friend from | 
Tennessee. When I made the objection, I had | 


not the slightest idea that it was a matter in which 


my friead from Tennessee had any personal in- | 


terest. My objection was based on the consid- 
eration that papers of this kind ought not to be 
read at the Secretary’s desk, because they bring 
into conflicts of statement and opinion persons 
who are not members of the body, and with 
whose disputes we have nothing to do, and which 
we are not the proper body to adjust; but as my 
friend from ‘Tennessee thinks he has some inter- 
est in having the paper read, I make no further 


objection. I sanpees, however, that if Captain | 


Du Pont should desire to have a counter-state- 
ment read hereafter, there will be no objection. 

Several Senators. Certainly not. 

The PRESIDENT. The objection being with- 
drawn, the paper will be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Flori- 
da will be entitled to the floor when the paper 
shall be read. The paper will first be read. 

Mr. MALLORY. | 
the paper. 

1) 
the question to the Senate whether the paper shall 
be read. Itis not a debatable question. 

Mr. MASON. May | be allowed to ask what 
the paper is? I understand that without objection 





1e PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit 


object to the reading of | 


two letters were read on a former day to the | 
Senate, one of them addressed by Captain Du | 


Pont to Lieutenant Rhind, and the other an 
answer from him. Then it was proposed to read 
another paper which contained a statement of a 
conversation that had passed between those gen- 


tlemen. The present vote is upon reading that | 
statement, the letters having been read, as I under- | 
stand. My vote is governed by that consideration. | 
The letters have been read, and now the objection | 
is to reading this statement of the conversation. | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. May I ask a ques- 


tion for information? [‘*No objection.”’] Does | 


anybody doubt that I have a right to get up and | 


read this statement from my place as part of my 
speech? (‘Certainly not.’’] Nobody, of course, 
doubts that; but I would not inflict on the Senate 
any injustice or any wrong. I would not do in 
my place here anything which would not be ap- 


»roved by the Senate. I knew perfectly well that | 
had aright to read this paper or any other paper | 


in my place on my own responsibility, but I chose 
to submit the question to the Senate for decision, 
and I am perfectly satisfied that if the Senate 
understood this note, there would be no objection 
to its reading. 

Now, with the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate, | desire to state my position, without any 
argument and without reading the note. When 
an interrogatory was propounded the other day 


by the Senator from Virginia to the Senator from | 





Florida, as to whether any correspondence had | 


passed between members of the board and other 


ndividuals, as to charges and rumors of charges | 


against men who had been ostracised by the 
hoard; the Senator said at first that he thought 





not; but when I called his attention to the corre- | 
spondence which was read at the desk a few days | 
since between Captain Du Pont and Lieutenant 
Rhind, he remembered it, but said he had not 
read it. In my allusion to that Soenrpeanentts 
I stated that, after that correspondence had taken | 

lace, (because I had seen it, and other Senators 
1ad seen ity) an interview took place between 
Captain Du Pont and Lieutenant Rhind, explan- 
atory of the notes which were read; and that an 
understanding of that conversation was essential, 
inmy judgment, toa proper vindication of charges 
preferred against Lieutenant Bartlett, and in vin- 
dication of the statement which I made that men 
had been tried upon rumor. Though no man gets 
up here and says that such is not the truth, there 
is no positive proof of it. I was guarded in my 
remark. I said that I believed such was the 
truth. I have the proof of the assertion which I 
then made, and I ask the Senate to hear it read. 
If the Senate do not choose to hear it, I shall 
have at least the poor privilege of gare: ye it 
in the newspapers of the country. I stated what 
I believed to be true upon rumor. I have the 
statement of a responsible gentleman that such 
an interview did take place, and he puts it down 
in his own terms, signs his name to it, and is 
responsible for it. He is an officer of the Govern- 
ment implicated in the charges which we are now 
trying before the Senate. 

How can any injustice be done to anybody by 
reading the statement? I would not do injustice 
to Mr. Du Pont. If he has a word to say in con- 
tradiction of this statement, and will furnish it to | 
me, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
have it read from the Secretary’s desk, just as [ 
ask that this vindication of these officers may be 
read. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the: Senate will indulge 
me in a few words, I wish to say why I object to 
the reading of the paper. From the manner of 
the Senator from Tennessee, and what has fallen 
from him, it would seem to be inferred that there 
is something in his possession which, if read to 
the Senate, would sm a member of the board— 
Captain Du Pont is mentioned—in an odious and 
improper light. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I certainly did 
not mean to be understood as saying any such 
thing; and if the Senator so understood me, I beg 
to correct him. I meant simply to say, and 
think I did say, that this communication estab- 
lished the fact that one member of the board, at 
least, went out in quest of information in relation 
to charges preferred against an American officer 
upon rumor; and when he afterwards met the | 
gentleman to whom he wrote, he said that the 
board had disposed of the case of Bartlett before 
his answer was received. I did not mean to 
reflect on Captain Du Pont, but when I can geta 
fair chance at him legitimately, I shall say what 
I think proper. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the question 
before the Senate is whether a certain paper— 
comments of Licutenant Rhind on a conversation 
with Captain Du Pont—shall be read, here in the 
Senate for information. That is the naked ques- | 
tion. The paper contains comments of Mr. Rhind 
on a conversation between him and Captain Du 
Pont. Asamatter of course, if that be read, and 
an impression shall be made by it against Captain 
Du Pont asa member of the board, it will become 
the duty of those who are conversant with the 
facts to procure and read the statement of Cap- 
tain Du Pont. It will place Captain Du Pont, 
Mr. Rhind, and Mr. Bartlett here on trial. The 
question before the Senate, properly, is a resolu- 
tion calling on the Secretary of the Navy for cer- 


i] 
/}am familiar with 





tain official information supposed to be in his | 
possession; and I submit to the Senate that the 
reading of this paper has no relation to that in- 
quiry. It is going into an investigation which is 
now before the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
in which that committee is engaged at this mo- 
ment. The committee has in its possession many 
official papers which relate to this transactian; and 
if this statement be read, perhaps it will be neces- 
sary to take those ficial ps ers from the hands 
of the committee and place them in the hands of 
the Secretary, to be read from the desk. 

I do not object to the Senator’s reading, if he 
pleases, and making a portion of his remarks, | 
any statement of Mr. Rhind, as to the conduct 
of the board; for I say again, as T have always 
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said, that if the board cannot stand right be 


i ‘fore 
the country, in every word and deed which jy 
performed and uttered, I, for one, must not be 


expected to stand by it. Ihave investigated and 


1e transaction to which the 
honorable Senator alludes, and throughout the 
whole transaction I am with the board. It cay 
be explained in a manner perfectly consistent 
with the integrity of the bond and every member 
upon it. But, sir, I am not disposed, knowine 
the facts which are within the knowledge of th. 
committee, to suffer extraneous matter, which 
should not go into the records of the Senate, to 
be read here, and get up a controversy between 
individuals outside of this Chamber, whe are not 
on trial before the Senate. You cannot read a 
paper which reflects on the official or private eon. 
duct ofa member of the board, without yielding 
to another the rightto read a countervailing state. 
ment; and thus we shall be involved in a contro- 
versy which has no relation to our duties. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator froy 
Florida object to the reading of the paper? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

‘‘he PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Tennessee insist on the reading? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes, sir, 1 shall 
insist, or I shall read it myself. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit 
the question to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to say a few 
words, but not on that point. 

The PRESIDENT. This is a question which 
must be decided without debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to reply to 
a remark of the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit 
the question to the Senate, whether the paper 
submitted by the Senator from Tennessee shall 
be read. 

The question being taken, there were,on a 
division—yeas 13, nays 18. 

A Senator. No quorum voting. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will not press 
anything which seems to be contrary to the sense 
of the Senate; for it is my pleasure to defer at all 
times to what seems to be the wish of a majority 
of this body; and I shall continue to do so as 
long as I occupy a place on this floor — For that 
reason I shall not press the reading of this paper; 
but I still insist that it was an act of justice to an 
injured man to have it read at the dost. but of 
that we shall be able to judge hereafter. I am 
happy to know that the paper which I hold is an 
indestructible one. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator allow 
the Chair to make a statement? The Chair heard 
a Senator remark, when the last vote was taken— 
**no quorum voting.’’ That brings up the ques- 
tion whether the Chair, in putting questions here- 
after, shall be governed by the fact that there are 
now several vacancies in the Senate. Shall we 
require a quorum to be a quorum of Senators 
entitled to places on the floor, or a quorum of 
the whole number of which the Senate would be 
constituted if it were full? There was a quorum 
votig on the last vote, provided the vacancies 
be not included. 

Mr. STUART. I do not know whether the 
rules prescribe anything on that subject; but | 
had some conversation with the officers of the 
Senate in regard to it, a few years ago; and it 
struck me that, on principle, the true view to take 
would be this: A majority of all the Senators 
must be present to form a quorum to do business. 
That is the constitutional provision; but that does 
not mean a majority of al] the Senators who might 
be present if the Senate was full, and if there were 
no vacancies, but a majority of those who have 
aright to be here. That being the case, and a 
quorum having voted according to that mode of 
estimation, the question was decided on the last 
vote. It seems to me that that is the fact. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. President, I think that this 
question is not a new one to the Senate. Accord- 
ing to my impression, we had precisely the same 
question raised here some three or four years 
since, while Mr. King, the late Vice President, 
was occupying the chair. If my memory serves 
me, it was at the time when the Senator from 
California, now in his seat, [Mr. Wetier,]} wes 
supposed to be on his way from California here. 
I remember distinctly that his colleague | Mr. 
Gwin] insisted that there was a Senator from 
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1856. 
that State; but the question of fact became un- 
;mportant, in consequence of the decision of the 
Chair, that a majority of all entitled to seats—if 
the Senate were full, a majority of sixty-two— 
was necessary for the transaction of business. I 
think, too—though upon this point my memory is 
not so distinct—that a vote was taken by the 
gopate, sustaining that decision. At all events, 
Re decision was acquiesced in. 

The PRESIDENT. There are three vacancies 
in the Senate, which may not be filled for some 
time to come. : 

Mr. BUTLER. I will solve the difficulty by 
calling for the yeas and nays upon the last vote. 
j think there are enough Senators ‘eine to 
decide it without compromiting the decision of 
the Chair on this constitutional question. 

The PRESIDENT. It is important to settle 
that question, and hence I took the liberty of 
interrupting the Senator from T nnessee. 

Mr. FOOT. My own recollection concurs 
entirely with the statement of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Fisu,] that some four years ago 
this question was raised, was considered ai length, 
and fully debated by some of the most experi- 
enced members of the Senate. I remember that 
Mr. Berrien, of Georgia, Mr. Badger, of North 
Carolina, and Mr. Underwood, of Kentucky, 
participated in the debate; and it was then decided 
by the Senate that a quorum must consist of a 
majority of the whole number constituting the 
Senate of the United States; in other words, a 
majority of sixty-two. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is my impression, and 
I think it has been so settled more than once. 

The PRESIDENT. If that be the true con- 
struction, there is not a quorum of Senators 
resent, 

Mr. WELLER. 
have come In since that decision was made,whose 
judgment may not, perhaps, be in accordance 
with that raling. I believe that a majority of 
those legally entitled to seats in the Senate con- 
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stitute a quorum for the transaction of business 
under the Constitution; but I wish to avoid that 
question now. Ido not desire that it shall be 
decided here, where it is immaterial. Letit come 
up at some other time. We can settle that ques- 
tion Whenever a case is presented of sufficient im- 
portance to justify it. The present difficulty will 
he obviated by acceding to the request of my 
friend from South Carolina, who calls for the 
yeas and nays. I am satisfied that there is a 
quorum present, according to either construction 
of the Constitution; and I think the yeas and 
nays will show it. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the 
question whether the yeas and nays shall be or- 
dered on reading the paper. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I understood my friend 
from Tennessee to say that he was sufficiently 
satisfied that a majority of the Senate preferred 
that the paper should not be read, and therefore 
would not press it further. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Tennessee withdraw his call for the reading of 
the paper? 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I certainly intended | 


to be understood as stated by my friend from 
Louisiana. Iam incapable of pre ssing upon the 
Senate anything repugnant to their feelings, how- 
ever much | may differ from them in judgment. 
lam persuaded that the time will come when even 
my friend from Florida will regret having refused 
the reading of this statement. I feel assured that 
the ume will come when every Senator will feel 
that he may, by possibility—unintentionally, 
doubtless—have done injustice and injury to an 
innocent man. But, sir, it is not my purpose to 
debate this question. I acquiesce in what seems 
to be the sense of the Senate. 
Senate will proceed at once to dispose of the res- 
olution before them. Let the Senator from Flor- 
ida move his amendment, and then let us pass the 
re solution. At a subsequent time I shall read or 
publish the statement which I hold in my hand. 
_ Mr. MALLORY. I hope the resolution will 
be passed. I have no opposition to make to it. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Did I understand that an 
amcndment was to be offered to the resolution? 
Mr. MALLORY. No, sir, I shall offer no 
amendment, and I shall make no opposition to it. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I was anxious to say some- 
thing on this subject, and it is yet my desire to 
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be ‘.zard; but l have no wish to delay the 
of the resolution, if itis important to have it 
acted on; but if that be not so, I should desire to 
avail myself of the first opportunity 

the Senate upon the subject. | 
when that will be. 


passage 


to addre SS 


do not know 


I should have moved to fix 


Monday, but that day has already been appro- 


| make a report? 


priated for the consideration of another subject. 

Several Senators. Say to-morrow. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It will not b possible for 
me to proceed to-morrow. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator will allow 
this resolution to be passed, he can speak upon 
the repor®f the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. When will the committee 


Mr. MALLORY. Ina short time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I will postpone my 
remarks until it shall be presented. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 20, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
in . 
Che Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order 


is the resolution reported from the Committee of 
Elections. 


Pray: r 


INTRODUCTION OF 
BERNHISEL. I ask 


BILLS. 
the 


Mr. 


unanimous 


consent to introduce some bills of which previous 


notiee has been given. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I havea proposition to 
offer to the gentleman from Utah, and to the 
House. Itis, that, by general consent, the House 
devote half an hour to the reception of bills of 


which previous notice has been given, in order 


that they may be referred only. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 

proposition will be agreed to. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 


to that, provided it be limited to such bills ‘as will | 


not give rise to debate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
not be sufficient. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the time is extended be- 
yond half an hour, I shall object. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It is important, 
witha view to get business before the committees, 
that papers may be withdrawn from the files of 
the House, and referred to the committees. 
the gentleman from Arkansas? 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


ventleman from Virginia, in reference to the with- 


drawing of papers, is agreed to, it will consume || Affairs. 
the whole half hour, for the reason that there are || 


questions in reference thereto to be settled by the 
House, of whieh questions the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Haven] spoke the other day. 

The SPEAKER. Papers can be withdrawn 
and referred to committees of the House under 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. SEW ARD. ] object to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Arkansas. Half an hour is 
not half time enough. 

RESOLUTIONS—UTAH. 
Mr. BERNHISEL then, by unanimous con- 


sent, presented the following resolutions; which | 


were severally read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in 


structed to inquire into the expediency of refunding to the | 


Territory of Utah the expenses incurred by said Territory 
in suppressing Indian hostilities in the year 1853; and that 


| said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


| Rocky Mountains, to Great Salt Lake City, inthe Territory | 
| of Utah; and that said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the | 
‘completion of the territorial capitol of Utah ; and that said 


committee report by bill or otherwise. 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the | 


construction of a military road from Bridger’s Pass, in the 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Sewarp,] who inter- 
posed objection to spending half an hour in the 
reception of bills of which previous notice has 
been given, and which give 


rise to no debate, to 
withdraw that objection 
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| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


I hope that | 


i have no objection | 


Half an hour will | 


eg 






on, 


Mr. SEWARD. It is useless to consume t! ri 
time of the H us im thi way Gentk en y it 
are most fort l taining the eve of i“ tS 
sry ikea will { ] r bi i d none th a 
If gentlemen will ee to an hour, I will wi hy 
draw my objection. a 

Mr. HOUSTON. ThenT shall o { s 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would modify my ss 
resolution, but it will then be o jected to. ’ , # 

Mr. HOUSTON. We try half an hour, He 
and then, if we find that it works un qually, and i# 
does not do justice to all parts of the House, we ie 
can extend it another half hour. ‘e 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not desire to be canto . i 
and to gratify gentlemen I withdraw my obje« ' 
Lion. , , 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Arkansa 
is agreed to, to have half an hourassiened for tl 
introduction of bills, of which previous notice has 


been given, for the purpose of reference ouly, and 
which will not give 

Mr. SMITH. 
is no other way. 

The States were then called for bills in compli 
ance with the order, commencin 
of Maine. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I 
olution which I desire to offer. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The order only refers 
bills of which previous notice has bee n ry 

Mr. WASHBURN. Lask th 
sent of the House 
resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON By the express order of th 
House this half hour is to be consumed inh tlie 
troduction of bills. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 


olution, and giv 


lo dk bate } 


Let the call be 


rist 


by State ae the re 


r with the State 


have a re 


to 
Veni. 

UNnaAHINOUS CONn- 
to allow lo 


rit introduce th 


nl withdr 


Th 
nol that 
hour has expired I will offer it. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
from the Chair if the call 


iw the res 
3 the half 


as Soon a 


[ would inquire 


of the States has not 
been commenced, and had made some progress 
the other day ? 
The SPEAKER. That call was fer resolu- 
tions, and not for bills. 
Mr. BENSON offered to present a memorial. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
cannot be received. 
Mr. BENSON. 
|| morial at this time ? 
The SPEAKER. The order under which the 


Under the rule 


memorials 


May I not present this me- 





Will || of which previous notice had been given: A bill to 
that be in order under the proposition made by | repeal an act entitled an act to promote the effi 


If the proposition of the 


House is acting relates to bills only. 


Mr. MILLSON introduced the following bill, 


:. 
|| clency of the Navy. 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced the following 
bills, of whi h pre vious notice had been riven, 
which were severally read a first and second time 
by their respective titles, as follows, and referred 

to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill to prohibit officers of the Army and Navy 
|| from having an interest in contracts for the sup- 

ply of any articles for any branch of the service 

to which such officers belong; 

A bill extending the provisions of the act of 
|| August 11, 1848, to the widows and orphans of 
|| persons dying in the military service of the 

United States; and 

A bill explanatory of an act entitled ar to 
increase the pay of the rank and file of the Army, 
and to encourage enlistments. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, introduced bills, of 
I! which previous notice had been given; which were 
|| severally read a first and second time by their 
respective titles, as follows, and referred as indi- 
| 


cated below: 
A billto amend anact,approved Auguat g, 1854, 
entitled an act to graduate and reduce the price of 
the public lands to actual cultivators and settlers. 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
A bill to grant to the State of Alabama, and 
other States having public lands therein, the u 
sold and unappropriated public lands that have 
been in market for twenty years and upwar‘s, for 
purposes of education and internal improvement. 
Referred to the Committee on Public Land 
\ bill to authorize the States and Territories in 
which sixteenth se cetions are situate d to re 
such land, reserved or granted for 


linquish 


i 
the use of 





ee ee nara 


| 
: 
i 


eae eer ee 


dee 


. 


Ry eee ee 





ATA 


schools, as may be comparatively valucless or 
unfit for cultivation, and to select other lands in 
lieu thereof. Referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. : 

A bill to extend the time of payment of duties 
ou railroad iron, and for other purposes 

Mr. COBB. IL move the reference of that bill 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
toads. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
reference. 

Mr. COBB. If there be any objection to it, 
will the gentleman suggest any other committee? 

Mr. LETCHER,. ‘That is exactly what | am 
going todo. Itis a question relating to revenue, 
and it strikes me the billoughtto go to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. COBB. Very well, let it vo there. 


I desire to object to that 


The bill was then referred to the Committee of 


Ways and Means. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill granting to 
ihe State of Alabama public lands, in alternate 
sections, to aid in the construction of the Coosa 
and ‘Tennessee River railroad, and for other pur- 
poses; W hich was read a firstand second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. DOWDELL introduced a bill, of which | 


previous notice had been given; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, as follows, and 
referred to the Committce on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, viz: A bill to establish a mail route 
in Alabama. 

Mr. SHORTER introduced a bill to provide 
for the eXamination and payment of certain 
claims to citizens of Georgia and Alabama, for 
Creek Indian depredations; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, introduced a 


bill to establish certain post roads in the State of 


Mississ ippl; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SANDIDGE introduced a bill for the 
relief of the Vicksburg, Shreveport, and Texas 
Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time by its tide, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill making a grant of lands to the State 
of Louisiana to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road in said State; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Peyton G. King, a 
receiver of public moneys at Monroe, in the State 
of Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time by its utle, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr. SAPP introduced a bill granting a pension 
to William Davis, of Coshocton county, Ohio, 
for injuries received whilst performing military 
duty in the war of 1812; which was read a first 
and second time by its title. 

Mr. SAPP. I move thatthe bill be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COBB. The bill } understand makes a 
grant of land; [ suppose it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SAPP. I think the reference I have pro- 
posed is the right one. It is to provide for mili- 
lary services, 

Mr. COBB. I think the bill might as well go 
to the Committee on Public Lands: that is as 


liberal a committee as there is in the House, and | 


it will be as likely to be well attended to. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I think the refer- 


ence proposed by the gentleman from Ohio is the | 


proper one. The grant asked for is predicated 
upon military services. 

Mr. COBB. So is every grant of bounty land 
made to soldiers under any of the bounty land 
laws." I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


‘Lhe question was taken on Mr. Sapp’s motion, . 


and the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAPP also introduced bills, which were 
severally read a first and second time by their 
respective tides, as follows, and referred to the 
Committve on Invalid Pensions: 


A bill for the relief of Abram S. Emmett, of | 


Knox county, Ohio, for gallant service in the war 
of 1812; and 
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A bill granting one hundred and sixty acres of 
land to Richard Smith, of Coshocton county, Ohio, 
for military services in the war with the Ricka- 
ree Indians. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill to continue the 
repairs in the harbor at the mouth of the Black 
river, upon Lake Erie, Ohio; which was read a 
firs, and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. WATKINS introduced a bill to amend 


the act of Mareh 3, 1855, granting additional 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States: which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. MACE introduced a bill to grant a home- 
stead of one hundred and sixty acres of land to 
actual settlers thereon; which was read a first 


and second time by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Agriculture. 
SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. MACE also introduced a bill, which was 
read a first and second time by its utle, as fol- 
lows: 


A bill to prevent the extension of slavery in 


the Territories of the United States of Americz 
north of 36° 36’ north latitude. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
introduction of that bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Has previous notice been 
given of the introduction of the bill? If it has 
not the gentleman has no right to introduce it. 

Mr. MACE. If the gentleman will examine 
the Journal he will find out. 

The SPEAKER. 
yreviows notice has been given. 


Mr. MACE. 


1 object to the 


previous question, 

Mr. SMITH. That question will of course 
give rise to debate in every shape and form. I 
suppose, therefore, the bill does not properly 


come within the order of the House, under which |! 


we are acting. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion 1s In order. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, ask for information. 
I understand that our proceedings here, under the 
order of the House, are upon subjects that give 
rise to no debate, and nothing else is in order. 
That is in conformity with the rule that the 
House agreed upon when we determined to go 
into this business. I rose under that impression, 


and, of course, i am to be corrected if I am in | 


error, for the purpose of stating that this subject 
will give rise to debate, and therefore cannot be 
entertained, 

The SPEAKER. 


question, The gentleman from Indiana intro- 


dueed the bill, and moved its reference to the | 


Committee on the Territories, and moved the pre- 
vious question. The Chair thinks it is within 
the rule adopted by the Ilouse. 

Mr. McMULLIN. If the bill is to be enter- 
tained at all, it should be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SMITH. Will the Chair be good enough 
to siate to the House what is the rule or agree- 
ment under which we are proceeding ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it. The 
order adopted was to allow the introduction and 
reference of such bills as should give rise to no 
debate. The rule is similar to one of the stand- 
ing rules of the House, permitting the introduc- 

‘tion of bills and resolutions. Under that rule 
the practice has uniformly been, to allow a 
coaher to move the previous question upon his 
bill or resolution, thus cutting off debate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to finish 
my remarks. 
I do not desire anything that is not entirely correct 
and proper, that the agreement under which we 
are now eee 


' reference be entertained of bills which shall give 


| rise to no debate; of course that is an order of the | 
House. There is nothing in the rules of the House | 


to prevent the previous question being called on 
the most controversial bills. As the Speaker has 
decided, that it is in order, in opposition to the 
agreement, that no bill of a controversial charac- 
ter should be intreduced or entertained, I must, 


The Chair understands that | 


l move to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Territorics; and demand the | 


The Chair thinks the mo- | 


The Chair will state the | 


I understand from the Chair, and | 


yas, that only motions for | 


| Mr. JONES. 
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! — 
most respectfully, take an appeal from that de. 
cision, 
Mr. BRANCH. And on that appeal I call for 
the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HOUSTON. If the Chair will bestow on 
the subject a moment’s examination, he will find 
I think, some discrepancy between the rule of the 
House in reference to resolutions and the ord, r 
which was made this morning. The Chair must 
be aware of all the circumstances which surround 
this case. The object of the House was, that al] 
of the ordinary business now in the hands of 
members, and waiting presentation, should be 
reecived and referred to appropriate committers 
That, Iam sure, was the purpose sought to ho 
| accomplished by the order; and if the rule is as 
| suggested, why, then, the necessity for the making 
of such an order that bills which give rise to de. 
bate shal! not be received? Under the decision of 
the Chair, if made the judgment of the House 
no bill can be excluded. Although the order was 
intended to accomplish some object, to secure 
expedition in the progress of the general business 
of the body, and allow members to bring jn 
business not of a litigated or controversial char- 
acter, yet, by the construction proposed to be 
given to it by the Chair, that object, that purpose, 
| will be entirely defeated. I think that the order 
is very different from the rule in reference to 
resolutions. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rule is not 
that gentlemen may give notice of their intention 
to introduce a bill; it is, that they may give notice 
of an intention to ask leave for the introduction 
of any proposition. And when the member does 
| ask that leave, it is competent for the House to 
grant or refuse it; and when the House, by its 

order of this morning, agreed that there should 
| be a call on States for the introduction of bills, it 
did not waive the right of any member to object 
to the introduction of any bill for which leave, 
in compliance with previous notice, was asked, 
The gentleman from Indiana gave notice, | pre- 
suine, that he would introduce a bill; and to-day, 
when Indiana is called under the order, he rises 
| in his place, and asks leave for the introduction. 
It is read the first time by its title, for information. 
The gentleman from Virginia then rose, and ob- 
jected to the introduction. No motion to refer, 
at that stage of the bill, could be in order. The 
one hundred and sixteenth rule prescribes, that 
the title of a bill shall be read the first time for 
information; and that, if opposition be made to 
it, the question shall be: ** Shall this bill be re- 
jected ?”’ If there be no opposition, or the question 
to reject is negatived, the bill then goes to its 
second reading; but I hold that the objection of 
any one member, as this is not a day on which 
| we can suspend the rules, would prevent the intro- 
duction of any bill. 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair 
follows what is understood to have been the usage 
of the House on this question. The order of the 
House applies the same principles to bills intro- 
duced by general consent under the order, as are 
applied by the rule concerning the introduction 
of resolutions; and under that the Chair is informed 
that the uniform usage has been to allow a mem- 
ber who introduces a resolution under the rule, 
to call for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES. Read the 116th rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 26th 
rule first; then the 116th rule. 


The Clerk read the 26th rule, as follows: 


26th. All the States and Territories shail be called for 
resolutions on each alternate Monday during each session 
of Congress ; and, if necessary to secure this object on said 
days, all resolutions which shall give rise to debate shall 
lie over for discussion, under the rules of the House already 
established ; and the whole of said days shall be appropn- 
ated to resolutions, until all the States and Territories are 
ealled through.” 


Mr. JONES. That applies to resolutions. Let 
the Clerk read the 116th rule. 

The Clerk read the 116th rule, as follows: 

116th. The first reading of a bill shall be for inform- 
ation ; and, if opposition be made to it, the question shail 
be: ‘Shall this bill be rejected?’ Ifno opposition be made, 
or if the question to reject be negatived, the bill shall go to 
its second reading without a question.”’ 
| The SPEAKER. The bill has had its second 
| reading, and without objection. 
I do not understand that the 
| bill has been read a second time. 


| TheSPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair 
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that the bill has been read a second time, and 
that the question now is on its reference. 

Mr. JONES. As soon as the title of the bill 
was read, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
<r} rose in his place and objected. 

“Mr. SMITH. I most certainly objected to the 
1.)| as soon as the title was read. 

“Mr. JONES. ‘The 116th rule prescribes that, 
¢ there be objection, the first question put shall 
» on the rejection of the bill. 

[he SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
and that objection was made. The call is made 
for the previous question. 

ir. CRAWFORD. The half hour has ex- 
pired, and I now call for the regular order of 
business. 


fhe SPEAKER. The half hour has not yet 


expire d. 
\ir. CRAWFORD. When, then, does it ex- 
| er 


The SPEAKER. 
o’clock. 

Mr. SMITH. 
th Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The gentleman from Indiana proposes 
tuat the bill introduced by him be referred to the 
Committee on Territories; and on that motion 
calls for the previous question. The gentleman 
from Virginia raises the question of order, whether 
{ 
( 


At twenty minutes to one 


1 appeal from the decision of 


iecall for the previous question isin order. ‘The 
air decides under the usage of the House that 
From that decision the gentleman from 
Virginia takes an appeal. ‘The question now is, 
* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House?’’ 

Mr. CRAIGE. That is notthe question. The 
Chair does not state the ground of the appeal. 
The appeal, if | properly understand it, and I 
think | do, is this: there was this morning an 
agreement and an order‘of the House, that bills 
might be introduced by general consent, but only 
bilis to which there should be no objection—not 
bills of a controversial character. ‘To this bill 
there was objection, and the Chair decides that it 
is inorder. We hold under the order that it is 


] S. 


not in order; and on this ground it is that the | 


gentleman from Virginia takes his appeal. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order. The 
entleman from Indiana moves that the bill be 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. The 
hair entertains the motion. The gentleman from 
irginia objects to the motion on the ground that 
e wishes to debate the proposition. 

Mr. CRAIGE. No, sir. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will state his question of order. 

Mr. SMITH. I will do so; and I wish the 
House to distinctly understand it, because it will 
have to passonit. Whena proposition was made 


=A e273 


to get business before committees, it was agreed, | 


by general consent, that the States should be 
called, and that all bills to which there was no 
objection, and gave rise to no debate, should be 
entertained. ‘The object was to get the ordinary 
current business of the House before the commit- 
tees, that the committees might get to work. 
When the gentleman from Indiana made his mo- 
tion to commit the bill, or when he offered the 
bill, the very moment I could get the ear of the 
Speaker I made objection, and distinctly stated 
that | wished to discuss the matter 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that | 


objection was made when the bill had been read a 
second time, and the question was on its reference. 

Mr. SMITH. To push this bill through in 
this way is not in conformity with the under- 
standing of the House in the adoption of the order 


this morning, that only the current business, busi- | 


ness to which there was no objection, and which 
would lead to no controversy, should be enter- 
tamed. It is a gross and palpable violation of 
the faith under which the order was made. This 
bill is objected to, and members do desire its dis- 
cussion; it is not to be entertained under the 
order, and it is therefore that I take an appeal 
from the decision of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects, on 
the ground that he wishes to debate the bill. The 
question is on the motion to refer. The Chair 
decides that it is in order. The gentleman from 


Virginia takes an appeal. The question is, ‘* Shall | 


the decision of the Chair stan 


; as the judgment 
of the House?” 
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|| Resolved, That in the Kansas contested-election case the 


A7T5 


Mr. DENVER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Day. 

Mr. LAKE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Morean on this and all kindred questions 
which may arise between this time and Monday 
next, 

Mr. PURYEAR stated that Mr. Pame had 
been absent from the House for three or four 
days in consequence of indisposition, and was 
unable to attend the sessions of the House. 

Mr. SANDIDGE said he would have voted to 
lay the resolution upon the table, but he had 
paired off with Mr. Gattoway. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALLB stated that Mr. Vax 
had requested him to say that he was suddenly 
called home this morning. 

Mr. DOWDELL said that if he had been 
within the bar when his name was called, he 
should have voted in the affirmative. 





| Mr. CRAWFORD. 
nays on that question. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I desire to make a 
suggestion on the point of order. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. GREEN WOOD obtained the floor. 
Mr.SEWARD. Irisetoa privileged question. 
| Mr. GREENWOOD. I yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SEWARD. My objection, it will be now 
seen, was well founded; and, as the half hour is 
now expired, I move that the House proceed to 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to say to the 
gentleman, that he will recollect that some time 

| had elapsed, after the order was adopted, before 
the House proceeded to execute the order. 

Mr.SEWARD. Butthe halfhour has expired, 
and i insist on the enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I do not understand 


I demand the yeas and 


‘ : Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee, stated that his 
that it has yet expired. : ® 
"The SPEAK oh The time has expired. colleague |[Mr. Smirn] had paired off with Mr. 
| Mr. GREENWOOD. I rose for the purpose Gippines. 


The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. 
The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
resolution. 
Mr. DOWDELL demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. RUST. 
the resolution ? 
The SPEAKER. It is not at this time, asthe 
House has ordered the main question to be now 
yul. 
Mr. KEITT. Is it in order to move to recom- 
mit the resolution ? 
The SPEAKER. Itis not. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 71, nays 69; as follows: 
Y EAS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Bur- 


lingame, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
|; Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, English, 


lc ; f Electi t \ i i Flagler, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harrison, Haven, 
ee lag a he. 4 are hereby. ec rere a 
ommittee of Elections be, and are hereby, empowered to Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 
send for persons and papers. } 


|; ston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Meuch- 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I move to lay the reso- an, Killian Miller, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Parker, 
‘ . arree. Pa ‘ ‘ . » Porvisz _ c > oh. 
lution upon the table; and upon that motion I || Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob 
demand the yeas and nays. 


bins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spin 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Thurston, Tratton, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellihu B. Washburne, 

Mr. SEWARD. Do I understand the Chair 
| to decide that the previous question is operating | 


Israel Washburn, and Woodruff—71. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendiey 
now? Was not the previous question exhausted | 
upon the motion to recommit ? 


8. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, John P. Camp- 
|| TheSPEAKER. It was not exhausted. The 


bell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R, W. Cobb, 
, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Elliott, 

| previous question, under the rules, bears upon 

the main question. 


Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. 
| D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Jewett, 

Mr. McMULLIN. I respectfully suggest to 
the gentleman to withdraw the previous question, | 
| to allow us to amend the resolution, so as to make 


|| George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lindiey, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel 8. 
it acceptable to both sides of the House. I flat- 
ter myself it can be done. 


Marshall, MceMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oli- 
The SPEAKER. The main question has been 


} ver, Orr, Phelps, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, 

ordered, and cannot be withdrawn except by 
; unanimous consent. 


Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Vail, Waiker, Watkins, Winslow, 
| Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—69. 
The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 67, nays 70; as fol- 
lows: 


| WYWEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Ciungman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawtédrd, Cullen, Davidson, Elliott, English, Eth- 
| eridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. 
|| Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, 
| Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, 
MeMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Phelps, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Rivers, Ruffin, Savage, 


of stating, if 1 amin order, what I understand to 
| have been the order of the House this morning. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in 
order, as the time ander the order has expired. 
Mr. PHELPS. Will the Chair announce the 
regular order of business? 
KANSAS ELECTION. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the resolution reported from the Committee of 
Elections yesterday, and the question is upon 
agreeing to the resolution, upon which the House 
has ordered the main question. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I moved yesterday to 
lay the resolution upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made the 
motion, but it was not stated by the Chair. The 
| resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


ls it in order to move to amend 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. PIKE stated that Mr. Craer had paired 
off with Mr. Unnerwoop from February 18 to 
February 25, and with Mr. MceMvuuun from 
February 26to March 3. Also, that Mr, Tappan 
had paired off with Mr. Bowe. 

Mr. PORTER stated that he should have voted 
in the negative had he been within the bar when 
his name was called. 

Mr. ENGLISH (who had voted no, when his 
name was called) said: For the purpose of ena- 
bling me to move a reconsideration of the vote, I 
change my vote to ay. 

The result was then announced as above re- 


Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, corded 
| Swope, Taylor, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel ae : ‘ ; 
|| B. Wriaht, and John V. Wright—67. . Mr. ENGLISH. I rise to a privileged ques- 


NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
| son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Burlin- 
| game, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cum- 
|| back, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Flagler, Granger, 

| Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knight, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Meacham, Killian 
| Miller, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 

Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 

bins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 

| Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Thurston, Trafton, Tyson, 

| Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, and Woodruff—70. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 


Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. KEITT stated that Mr. Brooks was ill, 
| and confined to his room. 


tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HICKMAN. move to lay that motion 
upon the table. 

Mr. ENGLISH. The gentleman from Penn- 
svlvania has not the floor to make that motion. 
Iam upon the floor, and | demand the previous 
question on my motion. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Does the Speaker entor- 
tain my motion ? 

The SPEAKER. 
at this time. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 

|, the main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I now move to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 


The motion is not in order 
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Mr. BARKSDALE. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 67, nays 73; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Flenry Bennett, Ben 
son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Lewis 
}). Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cumback, Dean, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Flagler, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Hall. Harrison, Haven, Iiekman, Holloway, Thomas 
Kk. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, 
‘Knox, Leiter, Mace, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morrill, 
Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, 
Purvianee, Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 
Sberman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Thurs 
ton. 'Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal 
dron, Eilihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Wood 
rutf—67. 

NAYS—Mesers. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
§. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, John P. Camp 
bell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, 
Bunn, Biliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Mor 
rison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Mar 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, MeMuilin, 
Sroith Milter, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pielps, Porter, 
Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stew 
art, Swope, Taylor, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, 
Daniet B. Wright, and John V. Wright—73. 


So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask to have read a resolution, 
which I would offer as an amendment. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
read for information, as follows: 


Resolved, That Joseph H. Bradley, Esq., of the city of 
Washington, be, and he is hereby, appointed a commis 
sioner, for and on behalf of this House, to take depositions 
and obtain proots, by taking copies of all such documents 
as may be desired by cither party, or their agents or attor 
neys, in regard to the contested seat of Hon. Mr. Whittield, 
a Delegate from Kansas, under the petition of Hon. Mr. 
Reeder. That said Bradley be, and he is hereby, clothed 
with full power to adopt all needtul means to elicit clear 
and full proof upon all points which the parties respectively 
may submit to bim as facts they, or either of them, desire 
to establish or controvert. That he shall give to the partics, 
respectively, Written and reasonable notice of the time and 
place at which he will be ready to proceed in taking such 
depositions, and may adjourn the same to other times and 
places, as, in his judgment and discretion, will tend to the 
full and perfect eliciting of the truth, touching all such 
controverted matters ; and that, when he shall have com- 
pleted his labors, he report the same to this House. 





Upon that I demand the 


:; , , aan 
The question being on the motion toreconsider || 


the vote by which the resolution was adopted, 


Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays. | 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. JONES. I hope, then, that the gentleman 
from South Carolina will withdraw the motion 
to recommit, until the gentleman from Indiana 
moves his proposition as asubstitute. Then the 
gentleman from South Carolina may make the 
motion to recommit the whole matter. 

Mr. ORR. That is what I propose todo. If 
the gentleman from Indiana desires to move his 
resolution as an amendment to the original prop- 
osition, I will yield him the floor for that pur- 
yose, 

Mr. DUNN. 
stitute. 

Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman from South 
Carolina will yield to me for a moment, until I 
appeal to the gentleman from Indiana to modify 
his proposition. 

Mr. STANTON. Irise to a question of order. 
I understand that the gentleman from South Car- 
olina is maintaining the floor, and while he main- 
tains it the gentleman from Indiana moves his 
resolution as a substitute. I object to that course, 
and submit that the amendment is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. , If there be objection, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is not 
in order. 

Mr. JONES. 


to modify his proposition, so as to associate with 


I move my resolution as a sub- 


the name of Mr. Bradley that of Mr. Sydney S. | 


Baxter, of this city, a lawyer of high attainments. 
The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 
Mr. JONES. 


his resolution. 
The SPEAKER. 


House is the motion of the gentleman from South 


I ask the gentleman from Indiana | 


[t would be in order if the gen- | 
tleman from Indiana would consent to so modify | 


tt : “ i. ae . 
_ gentleman from South Carolina the pro 





The question before the | 


Carolina, to recommit the resolution, with instruc- | 


uons. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina yielded the floor, and has not yet renewed 
his motion. If he permits me to have this modi- 
fication made, I will renew his motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. 
South Carolina permit the gentleman from Indiana 
to move the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Stanton] objects to the gentleman yielding 


|| the floor. 


. . . . ° | 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 67; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, John P. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, 
Eiliott, English, Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Poster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 


Haven, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, | 


Kennett, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Me- 
Mullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver,Orr, Phelps, 
Porter, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Rivers, 
Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Vail, Walker, Watkins, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—75. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- | 


son, DBillinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Bur- 
ingame, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Flagler, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harrison, Hickman, Holloway, 
‘Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morrill, Mott, 
Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Thurs- 
ion, ‘Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Wood- 
rutl!—67 

Q 


. 


o the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. ORR. I move to recommit the resolution 


to the Committee of Elections, with the instruc- | 
tions suggested yesterday by the gentleman from | 


Georgia, [Mr. SrepHens. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
whether the previous question is exhausted? 

The SPEAKER, The previous question is 
exhausted on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire, 
before the gentleman from South Carolina pro- 
ceeds, if the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana {Mr. Dunn] has been offered as a sub- 
stitute r 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was not in 
order at the time it was introduced. 


| 


| 


4 


Mr. JONES. Then I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina, before he moves to recommit, to 


after that of Mr. Bradley; and then let him move 
| to recommit. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. May I be allowed to make 
| a Suggestion ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. ‘The question was on agreeing to the 
| resolution moved bythe Committee of Elections. 
|The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr} 
is assigned the floor, and moves that the resolu- 
tion be recommitted to the Committee of Elec- 
tions with instructions; and the question before 
the House at this moment is on the motion to re- 


South Carolina has the floor. 

Mr. ORR. I understand, then, that the Chair 
sustains the question of order-raised by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranton,] that it is not 
competent for me to yield the floor temporarily 
to the gentleman from Indiana to move his reso- 
lution as a substitute for the original resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, 
if the gentleman from South Carolina yields the 





| floor to the gentleman from Indiana, the gentle- | 


;man from Indiana will be entitled to the floor 
after he has proposed his amendment. 

Mr. ORR. Then I desire to propound this 
question to the Chair: can I offer the resolution 
of the gentleman from Indiana, and then move to 
recommit with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ORR. Well, I offer the resolution of the 
gentleman from Indiana, adding the name of 
| Sydney S. Baxter after that of Mr. Bradley. 
| That I offer as my original proposition; and then 
| 1 move to recommit the whole subject to the Com- 
/mittee of Elections, with the instructions sug- 
gested yesterday by the gentleman from Georgia. 


| 


me to make a suggestion? 


Mr. ORR. Certainly. 


| Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman allow | 
| 


Cannot the gentleman from | 


move the resolution of the gentleman from In- | 
diana, first inserting the name of Sydney S. Baxter | 


commit; and on that question the gentleman from | 
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_eity of Washington. 


| Carolina yields the floor to the gentleman 





| the call for the 









February 20, 


: riety of 
adding the name of some person outadle of th 
Mr. SEWARD, (interrupting.) I was clad ; 
hear the Chair announce just now that the floor 
cannot be transferred; I hope the Chair will insis: 
on that rule. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from § 


outh 


° : froy 
Ohio for a suggestion. 


Mr.ORR. I hope the gentleman from Georei, 
will interpose no objection. = 

Mr. SEWARD. IL hope the Chair will adhers 
to the rule laid down by it just now. 

Mr.ORR. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio rises to 
an explanation or suggestion, | suppose it is com. 
petent for him to proceed with it with my con- 
sent. 

The SPEAKER. Itis competent for the gep- 
tleman from Ohio to state his suggestion, ~ 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to have the question 
understood as we go along. Will the Chair star, 


| what the question is? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks the gentleman from South Carolina to yield 
him the floor. (To Mr. Camppety.) For what 
purpose? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw my request. 
_Mr. ORR. Then I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire to 
have the resolution, together with the instructions 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Stepuens,] 
and the amendment, or substitute of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question before the House. The question was 
on agreeing to the resolution reported by the 
Committee of Elections. Pending that question 


| the gentleman from South Carolina moves an 


amendment in the nature of a substitute, which 
will be read from the Chair. 

[Mr. Duxwn’s resolution, as above, was again 
reported with the addition of the name of Sydney 
S. Baxter, and the alterations in phraseology made 
necessary by the addition.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion to recommit the whole subject with in- 


structions, and on that motion the gentleman from 


South Carolina calls for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [ask that those instrue- 
tions may be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to recommit 
to the Committee of Elections, with instructions 
to report the reasons and grounds on which they 
ask the authority of the House to send for per- 
sons and papers. The question is on seconding 
revious question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. s I understand it, the 
original resolution reported by the Committee of 
Elections, together with those instructions sug- 


| gested by the gentleman from Georgia, are to be 


recommitted; also, the resolution proposed by the 
gentleman from Indiana as a substitute. These 


| together are to be recommitted, if this vote pre- 


vails. 

The SPEAKER. That is so. 

Mr.ORR. And then the House can determine, 
when the committee reports again, what direction 
it will take; whether power shall be confided to 
the Committee of Elections, or whether it shall 
be given to commissioners. ‘ 

Mr. WASHBURN. And,as I understand, it 
is competent for the committee to report on either 
branch, either way. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to this debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. ‘ 

The question being on the motion to recommit, 

Mr. DEAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the motion to re- 
commit was agreed to. 

Mr. ORR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion was agreed to; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


NEBRASKA CONTESTED,ELECTION. 


Mr. BENSON. I rise to a privileged ues- 
tion. I present the memorial of Hiram P. Ben- 
nett, claiming a seat in this House as a Delegate 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I would suggest to the || from the Territory of Nebraska. I ask that the 
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oral may be referred to the Committee of 
ns, and ordered to be printe di. 


T it . memorial was so referred, and the order 


The SPEAKER. The business in order is the 
‘on of a Chaplain. 


LERK FOR THE COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS. 
“Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I have a res- 
aiytion from the Committee of Elections, which 
i ask the unanimous consent of the House to in- 


i * . 
eroduce and put upon its passage. [t provides 


for the appointment of a clerk for the Committee | 


Everybody must be satisfied that 
is absolutely necessary ‘that a cle rk should be 

on : d for that cominittee. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
eive ok read, and ad ypted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be authorized 

»employ a clerk at the usual compensation. 

CLERK FOR THE MILITARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. QUITMAN. lL[ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following res- 
olution from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
uthorized to employ a clerk at the same compensation al- 

wed at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I do not think that 

mmittee nee ds a clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
\labama object ? 

ir. COBB made a response, not heard by the 


’ Elections. 


orter. 
e SPEAKER. The resolution will then be 
receive d. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand that it is 
ot necessary that this committee should havea 
erk. I therefore object. 

Several Mempers. ‘Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objec- 
tion comes too late. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
jection. {Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB. Why, Mr. Spe vaker, I distinctly 
ol ject d to the introduction of that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair distinctly put the 
que stion to the gentleman from Alabama, whether 
he objected, and he did not object. 

Mr. COBB. The Chair did not hear me, then. 
I ol jee ted distinc tly - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again states that 

put the question distinctly to the gentleman 
ro Alabama, whe 7 r he objected, to which he 
ude some re sponse, but did not obje Ct. 

“Mr. COBB. L[presume the Chair did not hear 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ithink that it isa matter of very 
little importane e to ascertain whether any body 
objects; but, sir, as the resolution is fairly before 
the House, it becomes us to inquire whether it 
ought to pass. Now, sir, I had once the honor 
of belonging to that committee. It is animportant 
committee, but according to my recollection on 
that occasion, the main business that we wanted a 
clerk for was to drum the committee up and get 
ittogether. There really was not any business 
before the Committee on Military Affairs, in the 
Congress before last, that made it necessary that 
we should have a clerk. Itis possible that it may 
be very desirable that the committee should have 
aclerk now; it may be very desirable for other 
committees to have them also; but we ought not 
to let these matters slide without knowing some- 

hing about them. If there are any reasons which 
render itnecessary or desirable that this committee 
shou ild have a clerk, let the gentleman state what 
those reasons are, and then we can vote intelli- 
gently. But, unless some reasons are given 

yond what I have heard, I shall vote against 
he resolution. If the ge ntle *man will satisfy me 
hat it is right, I will vote for his resolution. 

Mr. QU i’ mM AN took the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interposing.) If the gentle- 
man from Mississippi will allow me, I want to 
Say a word upon a point which prece des this. I 
understood my colleague [Mr. C oss} precisely as 
he states to the Chair—as objecting to the intro- 
duction of the resolution. 

Mr. COBB. I did obje ct. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is, [ know, very difficult 


for the Speaker always to hear what members 
Say. 


Then I withdraw my ob- 


be 
t) 
{ 


Mr. SEWARD. The Speaker distinctly in- 
quired of the gentleman from Alabama if he 
objected, and there was no r sponse. 

Mr. COBB. I madenor sponse, beeause I held 
to my first objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am not dispos d to cast 
any censure upon the Speaker. I know that very 
often the Spe aker c¢ nanan hear obje — made by 
| members in distant parts of the Hall. lL intend 
| no reflection upon the Speaker or upon anybody 
| by these remarks; but merely to suggest, as a 
proper course of action for the Speaker in cases 
like this, where obje ctions are made b ’y men ibers 
that he does not hear, that, when members stat: 
that they did obje ct, he should consider the ob- 
jection as having been made. 

The SPEA KER. In cases such as that stated 
by the gentleman from Alabama, the ae would 
pursue the course he has indicated; but, in the 
case of the gentleman from Alabama on the right 
of the Chair, [Mr. Coss,] the Chair clearly and 
distinctly put the question to him, as to whether 
he objected, and he did not respond in the affirma- 
ative; and the question was then stated on the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Perhaps my colleague did 
not hear the interrogatory of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly 
heard the Chair. : 

Mr. COBB. I did not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman addressed 
some answer to the Chair, but it was not in the 
nature of an ob Je ction. 

Mr. COBB. [do not think I addressed any 
answer to the Chair. . 

The SPEAK ER. The Chair addressed the 
inquiry to the gentleman from Alabama, if he ob- 
jected, and he “did not re spond that he did o! je et, 
but made some response in the nature of conver: 
tion, and the resolution was received; and there- 
fore the Chair decides that it is too late to make 
the obje ction. 

Mr. COBB. A gentleman near me states that 
the response I made was, that the committee did 
not need a clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will insist upon 
its decision upon the facts stated, that the Chair 
inquired of the gentleman if he objected to the 
resolution, and the gentleman did not say that 
he obje cted. 

Mr. COBB. And tle gentle man from Alabama 
states that he did not hear the 
first objection stands. 


Chair, and that his 
It is a matter of no con- 
sequence. I only ask for my rights. I shall 
stand to them. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I deem it my duty to say, 
that I heard the inquiry of the Chair, and that I 
was of the opinion the gentleman from Alabama 
withdrew his objection. 

I will now, in response to what has been re- 
marked by the gentleman from New York, declare 
here, that I shall never introduce a proposition 

which I am unwilling to have discussed. I shall 
never attempt to slide any measure through the 
House. I know that it is difficult sometimes to 
obtain the floor—that it 1s difficult to get moener 
explanations before members. If the majority 
of the House do not wish the passage of the reso- 
lution, let it be voted down. I yield to the sense 
of the House. Ihave abundant reasons in favor 
of the passage of the proposition; and I am sure, 
when stated, they will commend themselves to 
the approbation of eve ry member. Our Journal 
shows a larger amount of business alre ady com- 
mitted to the Military Committee than any of the 
other committees of the House; and it ts likely 
that, during this Congress, the committee will be 
especially burdened with a great amount of busi- 
ness. It had aclerk at the last session of Con- 
gress; and I am told by the late chairman of the 
committee, [Mr. Fautkner,] that aclerk is indis- 
panenuy necessary for the progression of its 
yusiness. I believe that eroneney demands the 
yassage of the resolution. If I did not think so, 
i" would not offer it, and advocate its adopticn. 
The members of the committee do not, lam sure, 
| shrink from the discharge of their duties. In this 
proposition they evidence the fact. The Ly wish to 

prepare the business rapidly and economic “ 
But, as it seems that the gentleman from Ala- 

|| bama conceives that he has been deprived of a 
constitutional right, I propose that the re ahi 


| shall be placed so that it will be open to discus- | 


‘| sion. I will never introduce a proposition which 
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I am unwilling shall be diseussed: nor shall | 
ever slide any measure through the House. 


Nr. HAVEN. I bee the vr ntleaman from 


at, in the remark | 
made, | had no possible reference to any action 
of his. The House was in turmoil: and I thou rht 
[ would say a word, and endeavor to bring it 
down to the business before it. | appealed to 
ventlemen, as reasonable men, not to dispute 


} 


NI t j t 
il SISSIpptl LO UNnGerstand 


about the question of whether obj ction was or 
was not made, but to take the resolution inte 
consideration. I intended no reflection on the 

otleman. I did not say that the re solution 
ought net to have been introduced, nor, indeed, 
did I say that it ought not to pass. I only ask d 
that we might hear what was to be said i i favor 
and what against the resolution, and that then 
action should be taken on It. 

Mr. CAMPRBEI! iL. of Ohio. It is true that 
this debate should be closed, and I therefore now 
call for the previous question, 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I would ask the centle- 
man to withdraw his call, in order that I may 
offer an amendment giving power to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to employ a clerk. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw it for that pur- 
pose provided, when the gentleman has offered his 
amendment, he will renew the call for the pre- 
vious question, without del ° 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I will renew the 
I now submit the amendment that I have in- 
dicate a; and the amendment being received I re- 


ai 
Call. 


new the call for the pr viou question. 

Mr ML CE. Llask the ntleman from Ohio 
to W wee the call for the previous question, in 
order that [may submit an amendment to author- 
ize the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Ri ae to employ a clerk. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw it for that pur- 
pose, 1 think that committee ought to have a 
clerk. 

Ir. MACE. lofferthe amendment t have sug- 
crested; and renew the call for the previous question 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can the resolution 
of the gentleman from Mississippi be amended ? 
It is reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. It comes in by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is of the opinion 
that the amendment is not relevant to the original 
resolution, and is therefore not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. §Isthere then anything now 
before us but the original resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the call for th pre- 
vious question is not sustained, will the original 
resolution be then open for ame ndment ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. MARSHALL. A substitute may be sub- 


mutts d? 


JONES. In reference to the same com- 
mittee ¢ 
The SPE AKER. It will be subject Lo any 
amendment germane to the rcsolution. 


Mr. MARSHALL. If the call for the previous 
question 1s not sustains d, | shall move, as a sub- 
stitute for the resolution, that the committees 
which had clerks at the last s¢ 
to ¢ mpl ry clerks for this. 

Mr. ORR. That would not be german 

The SP EA K ER. The pro posiliol is not rele- 
vant, and‘wvould not be in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. During the last Con- 
gress many committees were allows d clerks for 
a limited period. 

A Memeser. For the short session? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The short and long 
sessions, both of them. Some had clerks for 
thirty days. 

The SPEAKER. The cent min from Mis- 


sisippl calls for thy pre vious question, By unatile- 


ssion be authorized 


mous consent, the gentleman will proceed with 
his explanation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not care to make 
the statement. I will only ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi whether he thinks it will be neces- 
sary for that committee to have the services of a 
clerk for the entire session, or can he fix a shorter 
period? 

Mr. QUITMAN. I will pledge myself ¢ 
gentleman from Illinois that the committee wall 
discharge the clerk whenever they think |us ser- 
vices are no longer required. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. That is sufficient. 

‘The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put; and 
being put, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MACE. IL ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer this resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be allowed aclerk, with the usual compensation. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise toa question of order. 
We fall into confusion whenever we attempt to 
depart from the regular order of business. I de- 
sire to know what is the next business in order? 

The SPEAKER. The election of a Chaplain, 
under the order of the House. 

Mr. MILLSON. lI eall for the regular order 
of business. 


CHAPLAIN TO THE HOUSE. 


a seetiete 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When the House, 


some days ago, determined to proceed to the elec- 
tion of a Chaplain, I put in nomination the name 
of Elder Robert C. Leichman, of Prince William 
county, Virginia. The nomination was made 
without his knowledge, and of course without 
his consent. He is one of those who believe that 
preference should be given to no denomination of 
Christians 

Mr. STANTON. Isthis debate in order? If 
a speech be made in favor of one candidate, itcan 
be made in favor or against any other. 

Mr. JONES. Lam going to withdraw the nom- 
ination. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I make no objection. 

Mr. JONES. Imerely wish to say, in justice 
to the gentleman to whom I have referred, that I 
put his name in nomination without his knowl- 
edge or consent. He isamember of that branch 
of the Christian Church who are opposed to all 
connection between State and Chureh. They are 
opposed to the employment of chaplains by this 
Government; and he would not, in my opinion, 
accept of the office even if he were unanimously 
elected, Therefore, [ withdraw his name from 
nomination. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I desire to ask if it would 
be in order to move an indefinite postponement 
of this election ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. FLAGLER, I make the motion for the 
reason that I prefer the existing arrangement, by 
which the clergymen of this city and ‘George- 
town officiate alternately at the opening of our 
sessions. ‘Therefore, for the purpose of getting 
rid of this subject, | make the motion. 

Mr. BENSON. I am requested by my col- 
league, |Mr. Kwownrton,] who is now absent, to 
state that he put in nomination the name of Rev. 
Mr. Conway without that gentleman’s knowl- 
edge or consent, and desires me to withdraw it. 

Mr. JONES. L suppose, sir, that, if this mo- 
tion to postpone indefinitely is agreed to, then the 
order some time since adopted, on the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. DowpeE t,] 
will be in force ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. JONES. Then it will be at the pleasure of 
the ministers of the Gospel of the District to make 
an arrangement among themselves to attend here 
as suits their convenience. [ hope, therefore, that 
this motion will be adopted, and the election be 
indefinitely postponed. — 

Mr. FLORENCE, Upon the motion to post- 
pone [ demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SANDIDGE, Having paired off with a 
gentleman from Ohio, I shall not be at liberty to 
vote upon this question, but I wish to say one 
word as to what \ would like to see done by this 
House in reference to this matter. Lam perfectly 
satisfied with the present arrangement, and would 
like to see this House go on under the rule already 
adopted. At the opening of every session of 
Congress, the ministers, not only of this city, but 
of the surrounding country, come here, lahat in 
person or through their agents, and log-roll to 
obtain the position of Chaplain. I think it high 
time that this system should be abolished. If it 
is an office to be conferred, I think it should be 
conferred alike upon all the ministers of this city, 
and they should be invited to appear here and 
officiate alternately, according to arrangement 





nmong themselves, as ere of this House, : 
and they should all Be paid what is now paid to _ 


HE CONGRESSIONAL G 


———_———- -—- 


one. 


LOBE. 


—————»y- — 


1 hope this matter will be postponed, and | The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MeMruty) 


that we shall go on under the existing arrange- || 


ment, 

Mr. DOWDELL. DidI understand the Chair 
to decide that the resolutions which were intro- 
duced by me and adopted, in relation to this matter, 


previous to the organization of the House, will | 


be the standing order if this motion prevails ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 


_ the subsisting order of the House, if the pendj 


the resolution referred to is a subsisting order, || 


and has been acted upon up to this time. 

Mr. DOWDELL. I shall then vote for the 
pending motion to postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Idesire information before 
I vote upon the proposition to postpone. I desire 
to be informed by the gentleman from Alabama, 
and by the House, what would be the practical 


| effect of ag ere the election of a Chaplain in- | 


| definitely. 


the clergymen of this city have been invited to 
entertain us with their prayers. [Laughter.] I 


nder the present order of the House | 


desire to know how those gentlemen are to be | 


paid? Lam perfectly willing that those gentle- 
men should favor us with that which we so much 


-need; but how are they td be paid? 


Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a question of order. 
Is all this debate in order? 
TheSPEAKER,. The Chair assigned the floor 


to the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. San- | 


pipGe,} before any response was made to the call 
of the roll. 
question before the House; and upon it the main 


i “it 
rhe motion to postpone is an original | 


question has not been ordered, and therefore it is | 
| in order to debate that question. 


Mr. MILLSON. Is discussion of the ques- 
tion of postponement in order after the House 
has decided that the main question shall be put 
upon the original proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the main question was exhausted when the ori- 
ginal resolution was adopted. 
ordering an election has been adopted, and the 


| motion to postpone is an original question. 


Mr. MeMULLIN. I intend to vote for an 
indefinite postponement of this question, pro- 
vided the clergy of this city who shall entertain 


The. resolution | 


us shall be restricted in their compensation to | 


what would be allowed to a Chaplain, if one was 
elected; but, sir, if those gentlemen are to come 


here and call upon us to pay each one of them | 


such sum as they may c 


oose to charge, I am | 


opposed to a postponement, and opposed to the | 


present plan. I desire to know of the gentleman 


from Alabama what was his expectation in pre- | 


senting his resolution to the House? 


that the House shall vote understandingly upon 
the question. 


I desire | 
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will therefore understand that, so far as I intended. 
my resolutions will take nothing out of the Treas. 
ury. As the Chair has stated that they will j. 
motion to postpone prevails, I consider it unneces: 
sary to offer them again, as I had contemplated 
doing a few days since. , 
Mr. McMULLIN. [am very much grating 
to have the response which we have just receiy; d 
from the gentleman from Alabama; and I do hops 
that we have piety enough, and practical Chris;). 
anity enough, left in the city of Washington ty 


"entertain us without money and without price, | 


shall therefore vote with great pleasure to post- 


| pone the resolution indefinitely; and whenever 


— 








Mr. DOWDELL. There is nothing suggested || 


in the resolution about compensation. As far as 


Lam concerned, I left that out intentionally, in | 


order that we might have prayers without pay 


outof the Federal Treasury; and until the preach- | 


ers ask for pay [| suppose that question will not 
be before the House. 
I have myself conversed with some of the min- 


_ isters in this city on the subject, and [ understand 

that they did not look for or expect a salary. | 

| They were willing to comply with the request of 

this body, and open its sessions with prayer with- | 
. ry 

; out pay, at least outof the Federal Treasury. If 

| contributions were offered voluntarily by mem- 


| worthy of his hire. 


bers, well and good. They doubtless would be 


thankfully received: and surely ‘the laborer is 
3 


claimed for the chaplainey—continue in spirit the 
customs of our fathers, and avoid the objections 
urged against the system. Under these resolu- 
tions no money will be taken out of the Treasury, 
and not the slightest discrimination will be made 
between the different denominations of Christians 
in our country. In rotation a representative of 
each branch of the Christian Church will be called 
upon and invited to perform this duty, and | am 

srsuaded they will cheerfully comply. Our de- 
iberations will thus be opened with 
they should be, and I imagine there will be found 
none to object. Those who attend should be en- 
titled to the privileges of the floor, and will be. 
They can mingle with us, and I apprehend we 
shall lose nothing, but gain much, by social inter- 
course daily with humble, pure, and holy men. 


By adopting this motion, | 
Mr. Speaker, and thereby continuing in operation | 
the resolutions which I introduced before the or- | 
ganization of the House, we get all the benefits | 


rayer, as | 





the clergy of the city of Washington shall be yy. 
willing to come and entertain us without money 
and without price, then it will be time enough {i 
us to elect a Chaplain and pay him. I was going 
to call for the previous question, but as I see 4 
gentleman desiring to address the House, | wil] 
not do so. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I avail myself, sir, of 


the present occasion to present to the considera. 


| tion of the House a memorial on this subject, 


which [ received this morning from R. L. Hey- 
drix, and one hundred and forty-eight other citi- 
zens of the county of Henderson, in the State of 
Tennessee, in which they protest against the elec- 
tion and payment of a Chaplain by this House, 
I only received it this morning, and avail myself 
of the first opportunity to present it. I will re- 
mark that the petitioners are too far removed from 
the store of Federal bounty to expect its aid or 
ask its favor. They belong to that respectable 


class of people—— 


Mr. FLAGLER, (interrupting.) Is this me- 
morial in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee does not propose to present the memorial. 
He is merely stating the substance of it, and in 
doing so is in order. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE, (resuming.) They ar 
from that section of the country in which the 
people are so respectable, and so little skilled in 


| political machinery, that I do not suppose any one 
| of them has ever before signed a memorial to be 
ee to Congress upon any subject. 


They 

ave embodied their objections to the election of 
a Chaplain ina strong argument, which is worthy 
the attention of the members of this House. 

Several MemBers. Read it. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. The argument is short, 
brief, pertinent. If any reasons can be urged on 
this subject that would be perfectly unanswerable, 
I think this memorial contains them. ‘The hasty 
examination I have given the memorial convinces 
my judgment that their objections are reasonable 
—I will not say unanswerable. The petitioners, 
in part, belong to that influential and respectable 
class of Christians with which my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] is, of late, inclined to 
consort. [Laughter.] I do not know them tobe 
‘**Hard-Shell Baptists;’’ but, if they are, let me 
assure the House that no denomination of Chris- 
tians is more distinguished for unpretending piety 
and Christian meekness. In the immediate sec- 
tion of country in which I reside, their politics— 
like their religion—is subject to no innovation. 


| Those who are my neighbors are of the Demo- 


cratic faith; and I rarely ever knew one who was 
not both able and willing to pay his debts. 
{Laughter.] If it be in order, and general con- 
sent be given, I will ask to have the petition read. 
[Cries of ** Read! read !’"] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man to send it to the Clerk, and have it read. 

There being no objection, the petition was ac- 
cordingly read, as follows: 


MEMORIAL. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States : 


The undersigned, citizens of the State of Tennessee, 
deeming the employment of a large number of chaplatus or 
national clergy by Congress and through its authority, at the 
expense of Government, a serious vioiation of our riglits O! 
conscience, and of those principles of civil and reiigious 
equality and freedom, sought to be protected by the provis- 
ions of our national Constitution, respectfully call your al- 
tention to some of their reasons for asking the immediate 
abolition of the office of national chaplain in Congress, 10 
the Army, aad Navy, and elsewhere. : 

Ist. By Articce lOth, of AMenpMENTs, the Constitution 
provides that “ The powers not delegated to the Uniled Slates 
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
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_pwerved to the States respectively, or TO THE PEOPLE,” and the 
spt of employing clergymen to preach or pray for the peo- 
~. or any portion of them, not being delegated to Congress, 


r 

ra r direetly or constructively, we claim, as a reserved 
either di ; ) 

ri 
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apt, sacred, inalienable, and absolutely essential to our 
‘vil and religious freedom. 
ad. By Art. 1, of AMENDMENTs, the Constitution pro- 
yides that “* Congress Shall make no law respecting an estab- 
hehment of religion,’ and we deem the appointment of a 
-jergyman of any sect, an establishment, to a certain extent, 
of tue religion of that sect. Inasmuch ashe is thereby made 
an oflicer of Government, the doctrines preached by him 
+ his Official capacity must be considered as those of the 
Government Whose acknowledged agent he is, and by whom 
ne is paid for promulgating his sectarian view s, with money 
drawn from the whole people, nine tenths of whom, per- 
haps, hold sentiments entirely at variance with those they 
are thus by law comp elled to support. 
ad. By Arr. 6, § 3, the Constitution declares that ‘ No 
religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to ANY 
office or public trust under the United States,’ and, from the 
very nature of the office of chaplain, a religious test is an in- 
nsable prerequisite to determine the qualification of a 
candidate therefor, as the employmeut of a non-professor 
of religion, or an avowed infidel, to such office, would be an 
inevitable absurdity. Such an office or public trust is most 
clearly unconstitutional. It is an office to whichaill citizens 
are not equally eligible without a religious test, as contem- 
plated by that instrument from whica Congress derives all 
its rightful powers. 
ith. The immense increase of the number of chaplains 
employed by the Government witnn the past few years, has 
alarmed us to apprehend that an extension of the system 
may ultimately subject us to all the onerous and oppressive 
features of an unholy union of Chureh and State, with which 
the world has been so grievously burdened in all ages, and 
from which we had hoped we were torever delivered by the 
glorious epoch ot the American Revolution. The report of 
the Judiciary Commiitee of the House of Representatives 
to the last Congress, at its first session, on the subject of the 
numerous petitions tor the abolition of the ehaplaincy, shows 
that the number of national clergy which the citizens of our 
country are annually foreed to support, by indireci taxation, 
js as follows: THIRTY inthe Army; TWENTY-rouR in the 
Navy, and Two in Congress ! besides a large number at ihe 
various naval and military schools, stations, and outposts ; 
and at various missionary stations, ostensibly as teachers 
of Indian schools. The aggregate amount which we are 
annually compelled to pay tor the support of clergymen, as 
oflicers Which the Constitution gives Congress no power to 
create or impose upon Us, but oa the contrary positively pro- 
hibits, cannot therefore vary far from a quarter ef a milion 
of dollars annually! Shouldthe number ofjational echap- 
Jains continue to increase in the ratio of the past few years, 
it will soon equal that of the national clergy in the despo- 
tisms of the Old World, where the Church and State are 
allies in corruption and oppression. Indeed, we know of no 
stopping place or limit that can be set to arrest its progress, 
when precedent has overthrown the protective barriers of 
the Constitution. 
oti. We cannot perceive why clergymen should be sus- 
tained by Government in either House of Congress, at our 
military and naval stations, on board our vessels of war, 
aud in each regiment of our Army, any more than in each 
township, parish, district, or village throughout the land: 
and to sanction the former could not be regarded otherwise 
than as an assentto the extension of the same system that 
would place us upon a level with the priest-ridden despo- 
tisias of the Old World. Our members of Congress, military 
and naval officers, soldiery and seamen, are, or should be, 
paid a just compensation for their services, and be lett, like 
all other citizens, to support any clergymen, or none, as their 
consciences may direct them, without legal agency or co- 
ercion. Neither Christianity nor the genius of our institu- 
tions contemplates any aristocracy predicated upon the 
clerical profession, and no special provision therefore is 
necessary by the Government to adinit clergymen to our 
Amny and Navy, as they may enlist like other men, and labor 
like Jesus himself and his apostles among the poor fisher- 
men on the sea-side. If it be objected that few clergymen 
would serve among the troops and marines upon such terms, 
we can only say that, ifactuated by correct religious motives, 
no minister would wait for Government gold to lead him to 
his labors of love among them, and that none but hypocrites 
would be debarred by the want of it. We think the Gov- 
ernment should not-evinee more religious zcal than pro- 
fe sed ministers of the gospel themselves by bribing them to 
perform religious service. If the clergymen in the Army 
and Navy lock for other compensation than the voluntary 
contribution of those among whom they labor, the various 
religious societies of the country might be more appropri- 
fitely appealed to, as their funds are voluntarily contributed 
for such purposes ; while those of the Government are taken 
lor national purposes, by authority of law, equally from all 
Classes of citizens of whatever sects, and whether professors 
or non-protessors of religion. 
6th. Believing that religion is a matter entirely between 
man and his Maker, with which no human Government 
has a right to meddle, and that its true exercises must be 
Voluntary, it is equally humiliating and painful to us, as 
Christians, and as citizens, to find the barbarous system of 
persecution, which characterized the dark ages, employed 
at this day in our Army and Navy, to compel attendance 
upon the religious services of our national clergy. Among 
tie many cases of the kind may be instanced the recent 
one of the private Duggan, who was sentenced by court- 
martial, at Fort Columbus, New York harbor, for neglecting 
to attend the chaplain’s religious services, after having been 
frequently punished for the same offense, to a Fine of five 
collars per month for six months, the torture of the ball and 
chain for four months, and partial starvation upon bread and 
water during the remaining two months of solitary imprison- 
ment. We rejoice that a portion of his sentence was re- 
hiltted by the clemency of the Department, but deeply regret 
Uint any religious persecution whatever is authorized by 
Government, or rendered necessary to military discipline, 
by the employment of clergymen as Government officers to 
pertorm religious services in the Army and Navy. 





7th. While we reverence religion as a divine institution, 
only claiming the free exercise of our own consciences con- 
cerning it, we firmly believe that all attempts of human gov- 
ernments to foster it will result similarly to that of Constan- 
tine, in its corruption and great detriment, and in rearing an 


| ecclesiastical aristocracy of hireling hypocrites who will 


assume the clerical character from unholy motives, and 
ultimately lead to all the oppressive proscription. imposi 
tions, and persecutions Which have resulted from the same 
policy in the Roman and all other European Governments. 

We, therefore, earnestly pray your honorable bodies to 
carefully consider the unconstitutionality, injustice, and op 
pression of the national chaplainecy system, and to abolish 
the office of chaplain wherever it may exist by your author 
ity, thereby restoring us the liberty of contributing our own 
money for such religious and charitable purposes only as 
our conserenees may approve. 

Mr ETHERIDGE. As the House has in- 
dulged me, somewhat out of order, in permitting 
the memorial to be read, which presents the 
views of that respectable portion of my constit- 
uents who have signed it, it might, perhaps, be 
improper for me to detain the House a moment 
longer with any remarks of mine. However, I 
may say, that I will be satisfied if the proposition 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Downe tt] 
prevails, requesting the clergymen of this city to 
open the proceedings of the House with prayer 
during the present session of Congress. The 
object which we would accomplish by the elec- 
tion of Chaplain will then have been attained. I 
shall, myself, vote for the motion to postpone, 
because, by postponing this election, and invit- 
ing the clergy of the city to attend every morning 
and open the session with prayer, if they think 
proper, you will have respected the sentiment of 
that portion of the people who think that our 
daily proceedings should begin with an appeal to 
Almighty God—a labor of love which any Chris- 
tian minister would willingly perform—while, at 
the same time, you will have removed the objec- 
tions to creating the office of Chaplain, and there- 
by making it a political office, which my constit- 
uents have so strongly urged in their memorial. 
1 will remark again, that the petitionersare a part 
of a highly respectable denomination of Chris- 
tians, and are earnest and sincere in the objec- 
tions which they urge with so much apparent 
force. I would vote for no proposition which 
would cause us to dispense entirely with the vol- 
untary offices of a Christian minister; but as we 
will have their voluntary prayers and ministra- 
tions whenever required if this election be post- 
poned, l hope the motion to that effect will be 
agreed to. 

For myself, I confess that I have witnessed 
electioneering efforts connected with the chap- 
lainey of the House which I think were not at 


all compatible with the ministerial character. | 


‘These seenes will be obviated if the office is abol- 
ished, and our daily proceedings shall have been 
left to be opened by an appeal to Heaven from 
such ministers as may do so without any pecu- 
niary incentive. 

To-morrow, I will present the petition under 
the rule, and have it referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STANTON. I rise to aquestion of order. 
For myself, I think the only question for the 
House is, whether the proceedings of the House 
should be opened with prayer. As to this idea 
of our sponging our Gospel from the ministers of 
this city without compensating them, I have no 
notion of any such thing. The question which I 
desire to make to the Chair is this: The House 
has adopted a resolution to proceed to the election 
of Chaplain. Am I correct in that statement? I 
understand now, that there is a motion pending, 
after the adoption of that resolution, to indeti- 
nitely postpone. Now, that is equivalent to a 
rejection of the resolution. A resolution, after 
being adopted, may be postponed definitely to a 
given day; but an indefinite postponement is ab- 
solutely inconsistent with the action which the 
House has just taken. 
entirely out of order and inadmissible; and I 
make that point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do you mean that such 


a motion cannot be made? Is that your idea of it? | 


Mr. STANTON. Yes; such a motion cannot 
be made after the resolution is adopted. When 
the Chair shall have disposed of this question of 
order, I shall ask the previous question on the 
resolution. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 


‘calls the previous question upon the motion to 


postpone. 


I hold this motion to be 
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Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to know if it 
would be in order to commit this whole subject 


to a select committ e, compose d of the clergymen 
in this House? 

The SPEAKER 
not be in order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. If it is not in order, I 
have no proposition to make. I would like to 
make that disposition of the matter. 

Mr. BRANCH _ I wish to inquire if the me- 
morial, read at the instance of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee, [Mr. Erneriner,] has been regularly 
presented to the House? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. BRANCH. If it had bee 
proposed a reference of it. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question for a moment. 

Mr. STANTON I would cheerfully do so, 
but there are numerous other centlemen who wish 
to be heard; and if I give way to one, | must do 
itfor all. I think it is time that this matter should 
be disposed of. 

The previous a was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put. 

‘The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone, with the following result—yeas 57, nays 58; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Billinghurst, Bliss, 
Branch, Broom, Cadwalader, Caskie, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Craige, Crawiord, Davidson, Dickson, Dowdell, Eng 
lish, Etheridge, Faulkner, Flagler, Foster, Greenwood, 
Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Holloway, Houston, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Knight, Lake, Lumpkin, 
Samuel 8S. Marshall, MceMullin, Smith Miller, Morrill, 
Mott, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Quitman, Ruttin, Rust, 
Sabin, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, 
Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Thurston, 
Wade, Williams, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barbour, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Boyce, Brenton, Burlingame, 
John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Cox, Cullen, Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, 
Evans, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Granger, Harrison, 
Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knox, 
Leiter, Humphrey Marshall, Killian Miller, Millson, Norton, 
Parker, Pennington, Perry, Phelps, Pike ,Purviance,Puryear, 
Reade, Rivers, Robbins, Simmons, Stanton, Trafton, Vail, 
Waibridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash 
burn, Watkins, and Woodruff. 


The Chair thinks it would 


n, I should have 


[In consequence of an error in counting the 
votes by the Clerk, the motion was declared to be 
carried, by a vote of—yeas 63, nays 57.] 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. Surrman. 

Mr. ORR stated that he was not within the 
bar when his name was called, or he should have 
voted no. 

Mr. ELLIOTT stated that if he had been within 
the bar when his name was called, he should 
have voted ay. 

Mr. LETCHER made the same statement. 

MISCELLANEOUS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, asked and obtained 
leave to present certain communications from the 
War Department, which had been sent to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; which were re- 
ferred tothat committee, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion, to enable me to ask for 
another member to be appointed on a committee. 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mre«DAVIDSON. 1 desire to ask the consent 
of the House that another member may be added 
to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 1 could 
present reasons, showing the necessuty of the 
appointment, that would be satisfactory to the 
House; but [ understand it is usual to appoint 
additional members to that committee, and I pre- 
sume, therefore, no explanation will be necessary. 

There was no objection, and the proposition 
was assented to, 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire the consent of the 
House to withdraw from the files the papers in 
the case of Mr. MecGruder. The case se al- 
ready been passed upon in the Court of Claims, 
and they want the papers for the purpose of 
making up an interlocutory judgment. 

‘There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. 
resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of this House 


fifty thousand extra copies of the map of Central America, 
recently prepared at the office of the Coast Survey. 


I offer the following 
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The resolution was referred, under the rule, to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SABIN. Lask, if there be no objeetion, 
that the following resolution may be adopted: 

Resolved, That the papers in the case of the administra 


tor of Samuel Holgate be referred to the Court of Claims, 
the same being now pending in said court for adjudication, 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
half-past three o’clock) the House adjourned 
until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m, 


IN SENATE. 


Tuorspay, February 21, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C, Dran. 


‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HUNTER presented an additional paper 


in relation to the claim of Lucy Tate for a pension; 
which, with her petition on the files of the Senate, 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Gregory Smith, 
raying that some honorary testimonial be offered 
- Congress to the memory of Lieutenant Mat- 
thew Smith, who fell at the battle of Germantown, 
in the revolutionary war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented additional papers in 
relation to the memorial of Harriet L. B. Ruth, 
for compensation due to her son, for magnetic 
and meteorological observations made at Girard 
College; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a let- 
ter of Jost Manure. Gatiecos, Delegate in Con- 
gress from the Territory of New Mexico, asking 
that provision may be made for indemnifying the 
ciizens of that Territory who have suilered by 
Indian depredations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
Foxhall A. Parker, a captain in the Navy, praying 
for the reimbursement of certain expenditures 
made by him on public account, while incommand 
of the frigate Brandywine in the Chinese seas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I have been requested to 


ask leave to withdraw some papers in reference 


to the ease of Mrs. Nancy Weathersford, widow 
of William Weathersford. A portion of the pa- 
pers relating to her case are in the Senate, and a 
portion in the House. A bill has been intro- 
dluced into the House in reference to the matter, 
and it is desirable that the papers should be to- 
gether. I ask leave, therefore, to withdraw the 
papers in the ease of Nancy Weathersford, for the 
purpose of having them used in reference to the 
same matter in the House. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Ann Robinson; the petition 
of the heirs of Rdward Rudd; the petition of Mary, Martin, 
widow of Robert Lindsay; the petition of Henry A. Wise, 
and the petition of the legal representatives of William 
Bean, all praying for compensation out of the fund provided 
under the treaty of Ghent forsiaves captured by the British 


during the wer of 1812, be withdrawn from the files, and 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs of William 
Flannagan and William Parsons, praying for indemnity tor 
losses sustained in building the frigate Java under contract 
with the United States, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the vestry of Washington 
parish, tsking Congress to purchase an additional number 
of barial sites in the Congressional Burying-Ground, be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
muttee on Publ Buildings. | 

' 


On motion by Mr. COLLAMER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Azel Spalding, praying for 


trom the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions. 





On motion by Mr. BIGGS, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate the papers relating to the sale of a portion ot 
the land adjoining the arsenal at Fayetteville, North Caro- 


lina, for the purpose ot being used in the House of Repre- 
sentauves. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate the papers in the case of Gibson & Co., Gib- 


| son & Bell, and John Gibson & Co., praying for a remission 


of duties. 


On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Robert Sewall, 
praying for compensation for property destroyed during the 
late war with Great Britain, be withdrawn from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. TOUCEY gave notice of his intention to 


| ask leave to introduce a bill toamend an ** Act to 


| increase the efficiency of the Navy.’ 


> 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STUART. There was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands the petition of the 
heirs of Samuel Miller, praying for commutation 
pay on account of services during the Revolution, 
This subject properly belongs to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims; and I am therefore 


| instructed by the Committee on Public Lands to 


report back the memorial, and ask to have it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- | 


tionary Claims, to whom were referred various 
petitions, praying for the benefit of the resolu- 
tions of the Continental Congress for the relief 


of officers of the revolutionary army, reported a | 


bill to provide for the settlement of the claims of 
officers of the revolutionary army, and of the 
widows and orphan children of those who died 
in the service; which was read the first time and 
ordered to a second reading. He also submitted 


a report on the subject; which was ordered to be | 


printed. 
CHANGE OF NAME OF BRIG VIGIE. «+ 
Mr. DODGE. 


authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 


change the name of the French-built brig Vigie | 
I ask the unanimous consent of the | 


to Minnie. 
Senate to consider it and pass it now. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to change | 


the name of the French-built brig Vigie, now 
owned by John Cummins, of Charleston, South 


Carolina, to that of Minnie, and to issue a register 


in that name, provided it shall be proved to his 
satisfaction that the repairs eo upon the vessel 


| in the United States are equal to three fourths of 


_ her cost when repaired. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


/ amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. It was read the third time and 


| passed. 


2MPLOYES IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of State, Treasury, In- 


I present the following reso- 


|| terior, War, and Navy, the Postmaster General and Attor- 


ney General, be required to report to the Senate, as early 
as practicable, the number of messengers and employés 
other than clerks now employed in the several offices and 
bureaus of the Executive Departments at Washington city, 
and the amount of compensation now paid to each; also, 
the number of such employés, whether denominated mes- 
sengers, packers, laborers, watchmen, or otherwise, and 
each of them respectively, that are required to be employed 
in said offices and bureaus for the proper dispatch of the 
public business, with the annual compensation which 


| should be paid for the services of each of the respective 


classes of said employés, with a view to legislation providing 
uniiorm compensation theretor. 


I will state, in regard to this resolution, that 


its object is to meet a number of petitions that 
| are presented to the Committee on Finance, from 


messengers and laborers, complaining that their 
pay is unequal. We wish to ascertain from the 
1eads of the Departments how many they will 


| want, and what rate of compensation they think 


ought to = I hope the resolution will be 
now adopted. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 


| consent, and agreed to. 
compensation for services as pension agent, be withdrawn 1] 


ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD. 
Mr. JONES, of lowa, submitted the following 


I am instructed by the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce to report a bill (S. No. 108) | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘| 
| 


| the Government on the subject of transporting the 


| as may have been had with reference to the transport 


| for young men the District of Columbia, to Bi ph 








to $100,000. 
| allow them to go to an unlimited amount. In 





resolutions; which were considered by up 
mous consent, and agreed to: F 
Resolved, That the President of the United States he 
requested to communicate to the Senate any correspon 
ence which may have taken place between the Illinois 
Central Railroad Company and any of the Departments of 


; , : United 
States mails over said railroad; also, such correspondence 


ani. 


vd. 


of munitions of war, public moneys, and other property et 
the United States, as well as the United States mails, 

Resolved, That the President be requested also to com- 
municate to the Senate whether any further legislation may 
be necessary to enforce a compliance with the provisions 
of the act of Congress, approved 20th September, 1850, for 
transporting the United States mails, munitions of war, and 
other public property, and making a grant of land to the 
State of Lilinots, to aid said State in the construction of saiq 
railroad. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The correspondence 
between the American Minister at Valparaiso and 
the Government of Chili was called for in May 
1854, and by some means or other it was referred 
by mistake to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, without being printed. I have spoken to 
the chairman of that committee, and I wish that 
communication of the President to be printed for 
the use of the Senate. I do not propose to have 
printed any extra copies; and I hope there will 
be no objection to my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 

Mr. HUNTER. I have heretofore omitted to 
make a motion to refer the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee on 
Finance. I now submit that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LIBRARY FOR YOUNG MEN. 
Mr. BROWN. [am instructed by the Com- 


| mittee on the District of Columbia, to whom was 


referred a bill (S. No. 87) to establish a library 


it back with an amendment, and recommend its 
passage. Kor reasons which I will state as soon 
as the bill shall be read, I am further instructed 
to ask that it be put on its passage now. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to constitute James Dunlop, 
Chief Justice of the Circuit Court of the District 
of Columbia; John T. Towers, Mayor of the 
city of Washington; Henry Addison, Mayor of 
the city of Georgetown; Joneph Henry, Secre- 
tary of the Smithsonian Institate; John 8. Mee- 
han, Librarian for Congress, and their successors 
in their respective offices, with such persons as 
the Mayors of the two cities may designate, a 
corporate body forever, under the name of Co- 
lumbia’s Library for Young Men. It provides 
further, that the corporation may receive and 
possess property, real and personal, for the pur- 
— of the library; and if a lot and house shall 
ve granted or devised for the library, and occupied 
by the corporation, provision is made that no 
sale of it shall be made without the consent of 
Congress. The bill gives power to the corpora- 
tion to appoint needful officers, and make all 
necessary rules for the regulation of the library; 
and to receive permanent aid from the cities of 
the District. It is to be exempt from municipal 
taxation. : 

Mr. BROWN. The only amendment which 
the committee propose is, to limit the amount of 
property which may be held % this corporation 

They did not think it proper to 


reference to the bill itself, which I am desired by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to have 
put on its passage now, I am requested to say, 
that a citizen of this District, whose name I am 
not at liberty to mention, but who is a man of 
large fortune, proposes to make a donation of a 
large sum of money to this library so soon as the 
bill shall be passed. It is desirable, therefore, to 
have it passed as soon as possible. It appropri- 
ates no money, and does not complicate the Gov- 
ernment with the matter at all. It is a subject 
exceedingly interesting to the young men of the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, and I sup- 
nose there will be no objection to allowing the 
bil to be passed at once. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed 
to, and the bill, as amended, was reported to the 
Senate. The amendment was concurred in, and 


the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
It was read a third time, and passed. 


third time. 
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